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Every Solicitor 


should bring to the notice of his 
client the Legal and General scheme 
for purchase of Stock or Bonds 
by instalments whereby no dis- 


turbance of capital is involved. 


An Attractive Feature 





of the New Victory Loan is the 
privilege of using the Stock or 


Bonds for the 
PAYMENT OF DEATH DUTIES. 


An Additional Advantage 


enabling the purchase of Stock 


to be spread over a period of 








years, and securing settlement of 


Death Duties immediately the first 





instalment of purchase is made, 





is offered in 


THE VICTORY LOAN PURCHASE SCHEME 


of 


THE LEGAL & GENERAL 


| LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
} 10, Fleet Street, London, E.C. 4. 


BA 5 eR CE, EE 


“uae. 


wails 


eS 











The Solicitors’ Journal 
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ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 
£2 12s.; by Post, £2 14s.; Foreign, £2 16s, 





HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 


«*, The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 


All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
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Wild vy. Simpson ... a oes 





Current Topics. 
The Ministry of Reconstruction. 


It SEEMS that the Ministry of Reconstruction is about to 
to an end. It is not for us to assess the value of different 
Department State, permanent or temporary. Possibly 
those who have been most interested in the work of the Minis 
try would admit that it has not actually reconstructed any 
thing at al] It passes with all this work still in the future. 
But it has had a distinctly useful literary side It has 
appointed committees, and the committees have issued reports, 
and in time it is quite possjble that they will bear fruit. Most 
fertile so far have been the reports of Mr LESLIE Scort’s 
Committee on the Acquisition of Land for Public Under 
taking The Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensa- 
tion) Bill is founded on these, although it represents only a 
part of the simplified procedure which the Committee recom- 
mended. Then there was the Machinery of Government Com 
mittee, of which Lord HaLpANE was chairman, which reviewed 
all the Departments of Government, and made recommenda- 
tions fér the improvement of the exercise and distribution of 
executive functions Its Report was issued at the beginning 
of this year, and we noticed in some detail (ante, p. 187) the 
recommendations that were made as to the organization of the 
Administration of Justice; in particular as to the relief that 
would be given to the Lord Chancellor by the creation of a 
Ministry of Justice And there is the recent Report of the 
Committee on Trusts, which deals with a subject of growing 
importance. If the Ministry of Reconstruction leaves 
behind it little record of work accomplished, it has opened 
the road for others, and perhaps that is as mu h as ite pro- 


comme 


moters expected it to do 


The Ministry of Reconstruction’s Pamphlets, 


Burt a notice of the Ministry would be incomplete without a 
reference to the more popular side of its literary activities— 
the pamphlets on various phases of social life and education 
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which have been issued from time to time, beginning with 
‘“The Aims of Reconstruction,’’ and including such matters 
as Industrial Councils, State Regulation of Wages, Land 
Settlement, Domestic Service, Town Planning, and Electrical 
Development Our difficulty is that the subjects are too 
various for us to grasp them all. No. 27 is entitled “ Officers 
Guide to Civil and should great assistance 
to those who have been diverted from civil now are 
by no means an easy thing—to back to 
In parti ular, there is a section on the 
which is now available in 
fJoard of Education or 


Careers,’’ be of 
] 
] 


ife, and 
attempting ' get 
norma! conditions 
financial assistance in training 
suitable cases on application to the 
other appropriate Department, and there are sections giving 
information as to State municipal appointments, and 
employment in a large and 
This is a pamphlet of direct Then 
Domestic effort to 
ible again, if not in exactly the old style, 
the old with Who sweeps a 
in Thy sight, makes that and the action fine’’ is an 
but the pam phlet sug 
any we 
requiring to 


and 
number of professions 


utility 


as to 
industrie 

the pamphlet on Service is a well-meant 
make son ial life po 
improvements 


yet in stvle 


room a 
etting up an ideal 

not 
common in practice, but 
universal And we are not surprised to find a pamphle, 
(No. 26) devoted to Natural Science in British Edu: 
tion A practical Department like the Ministry of Recon- 
struction would naturally. when it turned its attention to 
education, have omething to say about science, and it found 
an appropriate text in the Report of the Committee appointed 
by Mr. Asourtu, when Prime Minister, in August, 1916, to 
inquire into the position of Natural Science in the educa 
ystem of Great Britain 


} 


lent 
methods of amelioration 


exc way ol 
vest by means. 


be made 


imagine, ul 


tional 


Classics in Education. 


Ministry of Reconstruction show®d, however, that 
altogether utilitarian by including in its series a 
pamphlet (No. 22) on The Classics in British Education 

a ae say the writer, because the contain 


elements of the highest spiritual and intellectual value which 


THE 


it was not 


classics 


cannot be obtained elsewhere in equal force or equal intensity 
that the lover of education is bound to fight for their retentio 
as one of the leading components of our national system.”’ 
And, apart fyg@m spiritual and intellectual value the classi 
are sufficiently important to the lawyer for us not inappro 
these columns to express appreciation of the 
Whether Greek should be compulsory or not is 
said to be the home of lost causes 
Othe 

Sut 


priately in 
pamphlet 

a different matter Oxford 
—has just decided by 312 votes to 306 that it should 

universities in this country are of a different opinion 
certainly no little of the Greek spirit can be attained without 
actual knowledge of the language; instance, from such 
those of the late Dr. Manarry, perhaps the most 
interesting of all writers on Greek life and literature His 
Lectures, What Have the Greeks Done for Moder» 
Civilization? ’’ give an enlightening view of Greek law, an 
other matters remind us that in the law courts the 
speeches had to be delivered by the litigants, though the 
advocates might prepare them And if it may be question | 
whether Greek is that the 
lawyer is ill-equipped who has not at least a nodding acquaint 
ance with Latin So we are glad that the Ministry ot 
Reconstruction, in its efforts towards useful education, has 
put the study of the classics in its proper place These 
are, in the words we intended to use last week : els 
de. For the actual form in which they appeared we 
disclaim responsibility Letters, especially foreign letters, 
Was it not the letter Jod which ‘‘ Once 
But Hebrew may be even 


for 


works ot 
Low¢ l| 


amongst 


a necessity, there is no doubt 


KTNLITA 


are refractory things 
cried aloud and spake to God? 
more trowblesome than Greek. 


“England Changing Hands.” 
UNDER THE above title a series of five articles has recently 
appeared in The Times (2nd, 7th, 9th, 10th, 11th June), 





giving a sketch of the history of land ownership in England, 
and suggested by the present state of the estate market. In 
the first article of the series it is pointed out that a great 
economic change seems to be coming over England, and the 
present phenomenon of the transfer of land on an enormous 
scale can be better rnderstood and appreciated by referring 
% other great changes that have occurred in the past history 
of land ownership. The second article, entitled ‘‘ Our Land 
System,’’ deals with the history of land in England from the 
Roman occupation to the Black Death, in 1349, and me 
interesting remarks are made on the subject of copyholds and 
their value as embodying a system of land registration. The 
third article, ‘‘ The Feudal System,’’ takes up the story from 
the Wars of the Roses and carries it on to the dissoluti 
the monasteries by Henry VIII. ; and some interesting remarks 
are made with respect to the advantages and disadvantages 
of corporate bodies being landlords on a large scale. The 
writer observes: ‘‘ It is not at all impossible that a class not 
altogether dissimilar from the rich yeoman class of Tudor 
times (which in 1539 was inter-marrying with the middle class, 
and was thus being linked’ up by blood ties to the great 
land-holding class) is to-day acquiring land on a considerable 
scale. They know the possibilities of the great settled estates 
now in the market better perhaps than the trustees and the 
tenants for life who are selling.’’ And further on it is said: 

It is probably true now that the system of settled estates 
does not secure anything like the real economic income from 
the | 


n of 


land.’’ 


Land and the Family. 

Tue rourtu article, headed ‘‘ Settled Estates,’ is perhaps 
the most interesting of the series to the lawyer. The writer 
points out that ‘‘ The passion to retain land in the family has 
long been a ruling one in England. It is not dead to-day. It 
dominates «!' classes.’’ There is, however, another aspect of 
the question, for Side by side with the desire to retain land 
in the family was the wayward desire, or the economic nece+ 
ity, to alienate it So we find that, while conveyancers from 
early days, before the 13th century, were devising way and 
means to keep the land in the family other convey- 
ancers were devising means to evade these devices.’’ Then we 
es to Shelley’s case—‘ one of the nightmares of 

decided in 1581, the statute of Qua Emprtores 
the statute De Donis Conditionalibus of 1285. The 
‘‘the conveyancer fought for freedom with 
‘inalienability with the other ’’ continued to 
go on, and even in the 16th century the ‘‘ dead hand ’’ which 
made the land incapable of transfer was the ‘‘ dead hand of 
fhe family conveyancer.’’ Then came the upsetting of the 
Statute of Uses ‘evaded by an almost childlike device in 
1557 ’’—and, finally, the legislation of the nineteenth century, 
culminating in the Settled Land Act, 1882. ‘‘Tt is largely 
under these given by the Settled Land Act of 1882 
that to-day England is changing hands. It is interesting to 
remember that, had the present conditions occurred in 1882 
instead of 1919, there could not have been the vast transfer- 
land now in process.”’ The concluding article— 
‘Tendencies of Land-holding ’’—points out that more and 
more land tends to be withdrawn from circulation by becom- 
ing vested in public bodies, who use it for public purposes, 
and wil part with it. Altogether the series is well 
worthy of a place amongst newspaper cuttings available for 
future reference by being pasted in a common-place book. 
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Apportionment Between Tenant for Life and 
Remaindermen. 

THE QUESTION whether a tenant for life is entitled to insist 
on apportionment in cases where the testator’s outstanding 
residuary estate is represented in part by a right to receive 
purchase or other monevs by deferred instalments is, as the 
recent Evz, J.. in Re Hollehone (ante, p. 553) 
serves to show, qne of some difficulty. A tenant for life is 
entitled to such part of unconverted property when it falls 
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in as is attributable to income, but the method by which the 
fund is to be apportioned has given rise to some controversy, 
and has varied from time to time. As regards reversionary 
interests, 1t was settled by He Chesterfield’s Trusts (24 Ch D 
643) following Beavan v. Beavan (24 Ch. D. 649n) that the 
tenant for life is entitled to the difference between the sum 
received and the sum which, invested at the testator’s death 
at compound interest, would have amounted to tha. sum. The 
same principle was applied in Re Duke of Cleveland’s Estate 
(1895, 3 Ch. 542), where 1 debt due to the estate was 
recovered by the trustees without interest. In Re Hollehone 
(supra) the principle was applied te a new set of facts and the 
method of apportionment was settled In that case the testa 
tor had sold his share of a business for a consideration to be 
paid by half-yearly instalments, some of which had been 
received since the testator’s death, and more were to follow 
and the tenant for life claimed to be entitled to such portion 
of them as was attributable to income. Eve, J., after stating 
that the testator’s interest could not be accurately described as 
a reversion, held that each instalment of purch sé Money as it 
was received ought, as from the date of the testator’s death, to 
be apportioned between capital and income by ascertaining 
the sum which, put out at interest at 4 per cent "per annum at 
the testator’s death and accumulating at compound interest 
with yearly rests and deducting income tax, would amount 
on the day when the instalment was received to the amount 
actually received; and the sum so ascertained was to be 
treated as capital, and the difference between it and the sum 
actually received as income It will be noticed that this 
calculation is made oma 4 per cent. basis. This was formerly 
the rate of interest allowed, but of late years it has in many 
cases been reduced to 3 per cent It is however, 
that, havine regard to the current rate of interest, the calcula 
On the whole, 


conceived, 


tion will now be made on a 4 per cent. basis. 
the decision in Re Ho//ehone will be found a useful addition 
to the law on the subject. 


Jurisdiction of Domestic Tribunals. 
IN THE RECENT case of Olympia Oil and Cake Co. v. 
Moreland d& Co. (1918, 2 K. B., at p. 728), Lord 


Macandre u 9 
the objection of commercial 


Justice ScruTTon expressed 
awyers and Judges to the interference by the Court with a 
Court of Arbitration, to which the parties have assented by 
contract. Such a court is a domestic tribunal, with a procedure 
of its own, and so long as the remedies it can grant have not 
been enforced, or its procedure has not been completed, resort 


to the ordinary law courts is a repudiation of the contractual 


submission to arbitrate. which the Courts will not readily o1 
lightly sanction. But there are limits to this reluctance to 
oust an arbitrator’s jurisdiction. One of these limits is found 
where a substantial point of law is in issue, such that sooner or 
later the Court must be invited to decide it Arbitrators are 
the most: appropriate judges of commercial customs, and of the 
facts ; but the principles of the Common Law can be interpreted 
but by the Common Law Courts. Put briefly, such is the view 
just expressed by the Court of Appeal in Re Fischel & Co. 
(1919, W. N. 179». Here parties to a c.i.f. contract of sale 
had by the conditions of the contract assented to arbitration 
in accordance with the rules of the General Produce Brokers’ 
Association of London. The rules in question were printed on 
the back of the contract, 
clearly provided for the appointment of arbitrators and 


and incorporated with it Rule 7 


umpire, a hearing by these followed by an appeal to the Com 

mittee of Association or toa Council of Appeal, and thereafter 

enforcement of the award. Now a dispute arose between ths 

parties. It concerned in the main three legal questions: (1) the 

meaning of ‘‘ due dispatch,’’ (2) the construction of certain 

shipping documents, and (3) the lecal category into which one 
] 


of those documents fell—namely, whether it was a bill of lading 


cr a receipt Arbitrators and umpire were duly appointed 
whereupon the buyers informed them that they required a case 
to be stated for the Court on these three points The arbi 
trators refused to do this, and heard the case 


they referred the questions in dispute to the umpire 


Failing to agree 


He was 


requested by the buyers to state a case, but refused to do so, 
Without completing the procedure laid down in the rules 

namely, an appeal to the Committee—the buyers at once went 
to the Divisional Court, and moved to set aside the umpire’s 
.¢€., Improper and un- 


iward, on the ground of misconduct 
reasonable refusal to state a case. Naturally the Court was 
pressed to disallow the motion as premature; the domestic 
tribunal constituted by the contracting parties themselves had 
But the Court, while assenting 


t mpleted its procedure 
as expressed in the case 


to Lord Justice Scru"Ton's views, 
ited above, as a general proposition of practice, refused to 

ird the motion as premature The points of law were 
points for the King’s Courts to decide, and must sooner or later 
come before them Therefore, the sooner they came the 


better terest reipublice ut sit finis litium. 
l 


Custom to Waive Tender. 


AN INGENIOUS but rather obviously hopeless attempt to get 
a well-accepted rule has just been made in Wilson, 
Belgran Grain and Produce Co. 

The plaintiffs sold the defen 
contract 


round 
llolgate & Co (Limited) 1 

Limited) (1919, W. N. 180) 
dants 300 tons-of Brazilian starch under a c.i.f 
Now it was decided, so long ago as 1872, by the House of Lords, 
in the leading case of Jreland vy. Livingstone (ly. R. 5 H. L 
395), that in a c.i.f. contract the seller must tender the buyer 
not only the necessary documents of title to the goods, but also 
a proper policy of insurance. The reason, of course, is that the 
invoice price is to include insurance and freight paid by the 
eller, and he must prove that he has insured as he undertook to 
do. But in practice, to escape the necessity of creating policies 
of insurance and stamping them, the parties often agree to 
treat a broker’s cover note for the insurance as sufficient. For, 
of course, although such a cover note cannot be sued upon, if 
objection is taken, it is the invariable and honourable custom 
f the underwriters to honour their notes Now in the case we 
are commenting on, the sellers tendered a cover note in place of 
The question for the 


1 policy, and the buyers refused it 
Court was whether there had been good delivery of the nece 

sary policy. No policy had been tendered by the sellers, so 
they had to shew that in some way the tender of a cover note 
was the equivalent in law of tendering a policy This they 
attempted to do very ingeniously Evidence was called to 
shew a general custom to accept such cover notes in lieu of 


policies in other words, a general custom to waive strict 
tender But the evidence of this general custom hopelessly 
failed: it only shewed that there is constant agreement by 
buyers to such a tender.e However, on the particular facts 


the Court was willing to infer that the present buyers had 
waived tender of a policy, providing a certificate of insurance 
plus a broker's undertaking were substituted for it No such 
substituted tender had been made by the sellers, however, who 
relied on the alleged general custom, and merely tendered a 
over note. Their action therefore failed. It certainly would 
be a dangerous practice if commercial Judges were to infer 


revolutionary general customs to waive a well-established legal 
right from the mere fact that the partes usually, in fact, so 


waive their strict rights 


The Practice on Short Notice of Motion. 


A vERY important suggestion on a point of practice has just 
heen made by YouncEr, J., in Paravicini v. L. C R. Gunner 
(1919. W. N. 173). Where an urgent interim injunction 1s 
wanted, the practice, we need hardly say, is for the plaintiff to 
apply (1) for leave to serve short notice of motion with the writ, 
and (2) an ex parte injunction until the hearing of the motion 
He is at present, however, under no obligation to give the 
lefendant anv notice of the contents of his affidavits, the 
defendant left to inquire what evidence has been filed, and to 
ask for copies. This practice Mur Justice YouNGER considers 
unfair. and he has intimated his own view that in every such 
case the plaintiff should serve copies of the affidavits when he 
serves the writ and short noviceof motion. Such service, indeed, 








might well be made a condition of granting the leave prayed for. 
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The Trans sort Bill Forces Act, 1871; and (2) to any other undertakings in items 
abe i ' (a), (4), (c), (7d), and (f) mentioned above, with the « <cep- 
Tae Ministry of Ways and Communications Bill has been | tion of tramways of local authorities ; and as regards al! such 
amended by Standing Committee B, and now awaits final | undertakings of which possession is retained or taken, the 
consideration in the House of Commons before being passed lirectors and managers are to obey the directions of the Minis. 
and sent to the House of Lord This consideration has been | ter, including directions as to the carrying out of alterations, 
postpone t inderstood. next week. and there are | improvements, and additions which the Minister considers 
question n the B , eem likely to arouse a good deal | necessary for the public safety or for the more efficient and 
“eae It n a nvenient, therefore, if we give | economic working of the undertaking; and for enabling any 
a short stat nf the measure in its present forn | such directions to be carried into effect the Minister may, by 
B suse 1 it sets up a new Ministry—the Ministry of | Order, authorize the owners of any undertaking to acquire any 
Wa und Cor i ition For the purpose of improving | land (including easements) and to construct any works, and 
the mea . the facilities for, locomotion and transport. the Order may incorporate the Lands Clauses Acts, subject, 
it all be la r His Majesty to appoint a Minister « with certain limitations, to such modifications as mav be 
Way Communications * ind idly enough, this tit! pecified n the Order. 
has been so far retained, notwithstanding that the much more| Then there is, as regards undertakings of which possession 
expressive and nvenient term Transport Bull has come | jis retained or taken, the very important provision of clause 3 
nte 1 us Phen under clause 2 [), it will be the | Ll) (e) 
duty of the Minister, in exercise of the powers transferred to \, ea, fares, tolls, duce and other charges ditected the 
or conferred upon him by or in pursuance of the Act, to take Ministe hall be, subject to the provisions hereinafter this 
ter t< ’ t. t irpose iforesaid ind there are to be 7 tained, deemed to be reasonable, and may, notwith 
transterred t him, as from dates to be fixed by Order in tandi . greement or statutory provisions limit: the 
Council, all powers and duties of any Government Department 6 Dag charges + ronson therets, but without J e idice 
cla spect of undue preference under the provisions of 
in relation t yy , (4) light railways; (¢) tramway the Railway and Canal Traffic Acts, be charged in respect of any 
(d) cal ite i ind inland navigations «) roads indertaking during the period for which the Minister tains 
bridges and ferris und veh ind traffic thereon ; (/) har- | possession of such undertaking and for a further period of « teen 
bour loc} il pier Items (e) and (f/f) remain in the — vais — ——— = ~ gory egg 
: | provision shall be made by Parliament with regard to the vunt 
clause in spite of eflort nthe Stat ding {(ommittee to exclude | f anv such rates. fares tolls, dues, and other charges. wl evel 
them These effort it seems probable, will be renewed. | hall first happen 
Item (y) in the original Bill—" the supply of eeIeey In the original Bill this extensive power was left entirely 
mas Reem removed, and i te ubject of the Electricity | to the discretion of the Minister, and he still has the final 
(Supply) B | decision, but, ‘‘for safeguarding any interests affected by 
There was issued some came back as a Parliamentary Paper | his directions as to rates and fares, there is to be an advisory 
a summary of the principal statutory powers and functions! ¢ommittee of five persons, one being ‘‘ a person of experience 
which will be t PERSISTS UP’ he 1.ew Ministry. As regards item| jn the law whatever that may mean—who will be chair- 
(a) they will all be trausfers from the Board of Trade, except| man, and the others representative of certain specified in- 
the Emergency Powers under section 16 of the Regulation of | terests, with an additional member who may be nominated 
Forces Act, 1871, which will be from the War Office; as} by the Minister to look after, it would seem, any interests 
regards (+) and (c), from the Board of Trade, the Light Rail-| which would otherwise be unrepresented. The ‘committee 
way Commissioners, and the Development Commissioners; aS} may hold a publi inquiry before reporting or advising on any 
regards (7), from the Board of Trade and the Development matter referred to them. 
‘ 7 
Commi sioners ; as regards (¢ )s from the Road ; Board, the In the original Bill there was a clause—clause 4—which 
Local Government Board and the Scottish Office; and as , - é, ; 
regards (f), from the Board of Trade, the Development Com allowed of any transport undertaking being acquired by agree. 
missioners, and the Scottish Office. The summary does not ment or compulsorily by Order in Council, but this was with- 


include Ireland. Thus, apart from Scotland and Ireland, the 
| 


Departments mainly affected will be the Board of Trade, the 
Light Railway and Development: Commissioners, the Loca] 
Government Board. and the Road Board, and there will be 
either absorption of these Departments or a great reduction 


But under the proviso to clause 2 (1) it is 


in their functions 
provi led 





(1 Nothir gy i thi section shall transfer to the Minister any 
powers or duties of the Admiralty exerciseable in or in relation to 
ports declared under the Dockyard Port tegulation Act, 1865, t 
be dockyard ports, but His Majesty in Council may by Order trans 
fer to the Admiralty, instead of to the Minister, any of the power» 
of the Board of Trade with respect to dockyard ports, or with | 
respect to the appointment of members of any commissioners, con | 
servancey board. or other body |} iv jurisdiction in the whole or 
any part of a dockyard port 


Thus the Admiralty will, as regards dockyard ports, have in 
creased And paragraph (i11.) of the proviso excepts 


powers 
from the general transfer to the new Minister the powers of 


the Board of Trade with respect to the appointment of 
members or the procedure of the Railway and Canal Com 
mission These powers may be transferred by Order in 
Council to a Secretary of State nstead of to the Minister 

A transfer of existing powers over transport having been 
thus effected, clause 3 then gives the Minister temporary po 


control of transport undertakings for a period of 
order that time may be secured “ for the con 


session and 


two years 1n 
sideration and fermulation of the policy to be pursued ’’ as to 
their future position This refers (1) to railways of which 


possession has been already taken under the Reculation of the 


drawn, Clause 6 makes detailed prevision with respect to 
the taking over or compensating of existing officers and ser- 
vants, and clause 7 provides for adjustment of claims as 
between the Government and the owners of an undertaking 
where, on possession being given up, there has been reduction 
or enhancement of the value’on a _ revenue-earning basis. 
These clauses were added in Committee, and also clause 8, 
under which the Minister will have power to establish and 
work transport services by land or water; this, however, sub- 
stantially reproduces a paragraph of the original clause 4, 
which, as we have just said, was withdrawn ; but he must not 
spend more than one million pounds for such purpose, or take 
lands compulsorily, or break up roads without an Order im 
Council. And by clause 10 an Order in Council will also be 
required for the pure hase of privately owned railway wagons 

another piece of salvage from clause 4. Clause 17 makes 
further provision for advisory committees, and provide: that 
a panel of experts shall be set up to advise the Minister as to 


| taking possession of further transport undertakings, and a 


to the establishment of new transport services by land or 
water, and an opportunity may be afforded for persons affected 
to be heard 

Lastly, we may notice the provision of clause 20, inder 
which the Minister will be liable for the acts and defaults of 
his officers and servants, and liable to pay and entitled toe 
receive both important new departures. 

The comment on the Bill by a competent critic—Mr. J H. 
RaLrour Browne, K.C., in the current Fortnightly Review— 


costs 


is that in some respects the Bill has gone too far, and in othet: 
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respects not far enough. The first observation appears to hie 
directed at the wide powers given to the Minister during the 
obationary period of two years; ‘‘ While there is much to 
Be said in favour of this bold enterprise, is it not just possible 
that ‘ do as you like for two years ’ may be too large a mandate 
to be given to any one man! On the other hand, M1 
Batrour Browne regards the probationary period as a mis 


take. Elsewhere (Times Trade Supplement, 12th April) he has 
said: ‘‘ Evervone agrees that something must be done to meet 


a desperate situation, but it ought to be done now In the 
Fortnightly article he regards the fate of the railway 
companies as settled: ‘‘ One thing seems quite certain, and 
that is that the railways will never go back to the share- 
holders and be run as companies’ undertakings by boards of 
That is one point—the necessity of acting at once 
And the other is that the various 
railways, shipping, docks, 


directors.”’ 
and not after two years. 
means and accessories of transport 
&c.—are, under modern conditions, too closely connected to 
be dealt with separately when a great scheme of centralization 
is being launched. But any such general nationalization 

- o - : 

and this is Mr. Batzour Browne’s concluding point—must 
be on fair terms of compensation. 


The Peace Conference. 


(Continue d from page 605.) 


Wer summarized last week the general Reply of the German Dek 
gates to the Treaty proposals made by the Alhed and Associated 

Yowers ; the diplomatic term appears to be rhe ¢ Ybserv ations of 
_the ierman Delegation on the Conditions of Peace.’” The Reply of 
the Allied and Associated Powers was delivered to the Germans at 
Versailies on Monday, the 16th inst., with a covering letter 
addressed to Count Brocxporrr Raytzav, and signed by M. 
Curmenceav. The letter commenced by answering the protest of 
the German Delegates that the terms of peace conflicted with the 
terms upon which the Armistice of llth November, 1918, was signed, 
and that it was a peace of violence and not of justice. Hence 
the Allied and Associated Powers felt it necessary to begin 
their reply by a clear statement of the judgment of the war which 
had been formed by practically the whole of civilized mankind. “ In 
the view of the Allied and Associated Powers, the war which began 
on the lst August, 1914, was the greatest crime against humanity 
and the freedom of peoples that, any nation, calling itself civilized, 
has ever consciously committed.” M. Cremenceav pointed out 
how the rulers of Germany were not satisfied with that growing 
prosperity and influence to which Germany was entitled, and which 
all other nations were willing to accord her, in the society of free 
and equal peoples. They required that they should be able to 
dictate and tyrannize over ‘a subservient Kurope, as they dictated 
and tyrannized over a subservient Germany.” 

Further :— 

“Germany's responsibility is not confined to having planned 
and started the war. She is no less responsible for the savage 
and inhuman manner in which it was conducted. Though 
Germany was itself the guarantor of Belgium, the rulers of 
Germany violated, after a solemn promise to respect H, the 
neutrality of this unoffending people. Not content with this, 
they deliberately carried out a series of promiscuous shootings 
and burnings with the sole object of terrifying the inhabitants 
into submission by the very frightfulness of their action. They 
were the first to use poisonous gas, notwithstanding the appal- 
ling suffering it entailed. They began the bombing and long- 
distance shelling of towns for no military object, but solely for 
the purpose of reducing the moral of their opponents by striking 
at their women and children. They commenced the submarine 
campaign, with its piratical challenge to international law and 
its destruction of great numbers of innocent passengers and 
sailors in mid-ocean, far from succour, at the mercy of the winds 
and the waves, and the yet more ruthless submarine crews 
They drove thousands of men and women and children with 
brutal savagery inte slavery in foreign lands. They allowed 
barbarities to be practised against their prisoners of war from 
which the most uncivilized peoples would have recoiled. The 
conduct of Germany is almost unexampled in human history 
The terrible responsibility which lies at her doors can be seen 
in the fact that not less than 7,000,000 dead lie buried in 
Europe, while more than 20,000.000 others « arry upon them the 








avidence of wounds and suffering, because Germany saw fit to 
zratify her lust for tyranny by resort to war 

The Allied and Associated Powers believe that they will 
be false to those who have given their all to save the freedom of 
the world if they consent to treat this war on any other basis 
than a a crime against humanity and right.” 


7. 

(nd passages were quoted from the speeches of President WILSON, 
the Prime Minister of Great Britain, M. Curemexcerav himself, and 
Signor ORLANDO, to that this attitude of the Allied and 
Associated Powers was made perfectly clear to Germany during the 
war by their principal statesmen, with the 


show 


onclusion 


Justice, therefore, is the only powible basis for the settle 
the accounts of this terrible war Justice is what the 
German Delegation asks for, and says that Germany has been 
promised jut it. must be justice for all. There must be 
justice for the dead and wounded and for those who have been 
ind bereaved that Europe might be freed from 
Prussian despotism. There must be justice for the peoples who 


now stagger under war debts which exceed £30,000,000,000 that 


; f 
men Ol 


orpnane l 


iherty might he saved There must be justice for those 
millions wh homes and land, ships and property German 
savagery has spoliated and destroyed.” 

This, said M. CremMeNcEAv, was the ground of the demand that 


Germany must undertake to make reparation “‘ to the very uttermost 
for reparation for wrongs inflicted is the essence of 


the ground, too, of the demand 


of her power 


And 


Justice 


That those individuals who are most clearly responsible for 
German aggression and for 
hun which 
war must 


those acts of barbarism and in- 
have disgraced the mduct of the 
be handed over to a justice which has not been meted 
it to them at That, too, 


nity German c 


home. is Why Germany must sub- 


mit for a few years to certain special disabilities and arrange 
ments. Germany has ruined the industries, the mines, and 


the machinery of neighbouring countries, not during battle, but 
with the deliberate and calculated purpose of enabling her own 
industries to seize their markets before their industries could 
recover from the devastation thus wantonly-inflicted upon them 
Germany has despoiled her neighbours of everything she could 
make use of or carry away. Germany has destroyed the ship- 
ping of all nations in the high seas, where there was no chance 
of rescue for their passengers and crews. It is only justice 
that should be and that these wronged 
peoples should be saferuarded for a time from the competition 
of a nation whose industries are intact and have even been 
fortified by machinery stolen from occupied territories. If 
these things are hardships for Germany 
which Germany has brought 


restitution made 


they are hardships 
upon herself. Someboly must 
suffer for the consequences of the war 


Is it to be Germany 
or the peoples she has wronged ? 


As to the plea that the German revolution ought to make a dif 
ference, and that the German people were not responsible for the 
policy of rulers whom they had thrown from power 


The Allied and Associated Powers recognize and welcome 
the change. It represents a great hope for peace and a new 
European order in the future Sut it cannot affect the settle 
ment of the war itself. The German revolution was stayed 
until the German armies had been defeated in the field, and all 
hope of profiting by a war of conquest had vanished. Through- 
out the war, as before the war, the German people and their 
representatives supported the war, voted the credits, subscribed 
to the war loans, obeyed every order, however savage, of their 
Government. They shared the responsibility for the policy of 
their Government, for at any moment, had they willed it, they 
could have reversed it. Had that policy succeeded they would 
have acclaimed it with the same enthusiasm with which they 
welcomed the outbreak of the war. 1 hey cannot now pretend, 
having changed their rulers after the war was lost, that it is 


justice that they should escape the consequences of their 
leeds 
On these grounds the Allied and Associated Powers. said the 


letter, believed that the Peace they had proposed was fundamentally 
a Peace of Justice They also regarded it as a Peace of Right on the 
terms agreed The intention, set out in President Wrson’s 
addresses of 8th January, 1918, and subsequently, was to base the 
settlement of Europe on the principle of freeing oppressed peoples 
and redrawing national boundaries as far as possible in accordance 
with the will of the peoples concerned, while giving to each facilities 
for living an independent national and economic life.” Hence the 
Treaty provided for the reconstitution of Poland as an independent 
State, with “ free and secure access to the sea’’: territories in- 
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habited by indubitably 


Poland ° 


Polish populations had been accorded to 
ana 
All terri nhabited by German majorities, save for a few 
' | towns and for colonies established on land recently 
fore wriated and situated in the midst of indubitably 
Polish territory, have been left to Germany. Wherever the 
people is in doubt a plebiscite has been provided for. 
Danzie¢ has been constituted as a free city, so tnat 
ire autonomous and do not come under Polish 
no part of the Polish State Poland has been 
nic rights in Danzig, and the city itself has 
because in no other way was it 
free and secure access to the sea’ 


lated 
tbly expr 


will of the 


n Geermany 
le for that 


which Ge rmany has promised to concede 

The 
with the agres 
At the time, in certain cases the German Note has 
established a case for rectification which will be made, and in 

w of the contention that Upper Silesia, though inhabited by 

wo to one majority of Poles (1,250,000 to 650,000, 1910 
wishes to remain a part of Germany, they are 
on of whether or not Upper Silesia should 
or of Poland, should be determined by 


tants themselves 


(,erman unter pro weals, it Was said, entirely conflicted 
| 


> 
eace 


| basis of 


sale 


(;erman census 
willing that the quest 
of Crermany 

nhab 

listrict, M 


ird to the Saar 


CLEMENCEAU said :— 
the requme proposed by the 
Associated ontinue for filteen years. 
irrangement they necessary both to the 
il scheme for reparation, and in order that France may 
ind certain for the wanton 
Northern coal mines. The district has been 
transferred not to French sovereignty, but to the control of the 
Society of the League of Nations. This method has the 
double advantage that it involves no annexation, while it gives 
oal-field to France and maintains the eco- 
of the diatrict. so important to the interests of the 
\t the end of fifteen years the mixed population, 
inwhile will have had control of its own local 
iffairs under the governing vision of the League of 
Nations, wil mplete freedom to decide whether it wishes 
union with Germany, union with France, or the continuance of 
t provided for in the Treaty.”’ 


Basin 
Powers 1s to 


In rey 
Allied and 
This considered 
com pensation 


ve iImmediat 


destruction of het 


Possession Of the 
nomic unity 
inhabitants 
which in the n 
super 


nave 


the requme 


We need not refer in detail to the proposals for the transfer trom 
Germany to Denmark and Belgium of certain territorities, in each 
the the inhabitants themselves, 
taken under conditions which will ensure complete freedom to 
vote or to the refusal to place the native inhabitants of the 
German colonies again under Germany's sway 


For these reasons the Allied and Associated Powers are 
satistied that their territorial proposals are both in accord with 
the avre¢ Peace and are necessary to the future Peace 
of Europe They are, therefore, not prepared to modify them 
except in the respects laid down.”’ 


case as result ofa dex ision of 


| basis of 


(s regards the economic and financial clauses, the German Dele- 
gation, it was said, had seriously misunderstood the proposals of 
the Allied and Ass ited Powers: 


‘There is no intention on the part of the Allied and Associ- 
ated Powers to strangle Germany or to prevent her from taking 
her proper place in international trade and commerce. Pro 
vided that she abides by the T reaty of Peace, and provided also 
that those and traditions 
which have been apparent in her business no less than her 
political methods, the Allied and Associated Powers intend 
that Germany shall have fair treatment in the purchase of raw 
materials and the sale of goods, subject to those temporary pro 
visions already mentioned in the interests of the nations 
ravaged and artificially weakened by German action. It is 
their desire that the passions en rendered by the war should die 
as soon as possible, and that all nations should share in the 
prosperity which comes from the honest supply of mutual needs 
They wish that Germany shall enjoy this prosperity like the 
rest, though of the fruit of it must necessarily go for 

me in making reparation to her neighbours for 
«the has done. In order ta make their intention 
a number of modifications have been made in the finan- 
clauses of the Treaty. But the principles 
upon which the Treaty is drawn must stand.” 


abandk ns 


she aceuressive exclusive 


much 
many years toe 
the damage 
clear 


‘ ; 
cial and econom 


As regards the Re paration proposals, it w 
confined the amounts payable by 
justifiable under the terms of the 


as claimed that these 
Germany to what was clearly 
Armistice in respect of damage 





caused to the civilian population of the Allies by the aggression of 
Germany, and the Allied and Associated Powers were not prepar: | 
to modify them ; but they recognized the advantage of arriving as 
soon as possible at the fixed and definite sum which should be p ty 
able by Germany and accepted by the Allies, and Germany ¥ ruld 
have the opportunity of surveying the devastated — ane 
making proposals for a settlement within four months after the sign- 
ing of the Treaty 

“Tf within the following two months an agreement can be 
reached, the exact liability of Germany will have been asce: 
tained. If agreement has not been reached by then, the arran 
ment as provided in the Treaty will be executed. 

To the request of the German Delegation that Germany should be 
admitted to the League of Nations as one of the conditions of Peace 
the Allied and Associated Powers, the letter said, were unable to 
accede :— 

“In the present temper of international feeling, it is im- 
possible to expect the free nations of the world to sit down 
immediately in equal association with those by whom they have 
been so grievously wronged. To attempt this too soon would 
delay and not hastensthat process of appeasement which all 
desire. But the Allied and Associated Powers believe that if 
the German people prove by their acts that they intend to fulfil 
the conditions of the Peace, and that they have abandoned for 
ever those aggressive and estranging policies which caused the 
war, and have now become a people with whom it is possible to 
live in neighbourly good fellowship, the memories of the past 
years will speedily fade, and it will be possible at an early date 
to complete the League of Nations by the admission of Germany 
thereto. Tt is their earnest hope that this may be the case 
They believe that the prospects of the world depend upon the 
close and friendly co-operation of all nations in adjusting inter- 
national questions and promoting the welfare and progress of 
mankind. But the early entry of Germany into the League 
must depend principally upon the action of the German people 
themselves.” 

M. Cremenceat proceeded to justify the Blockade :— 

‘ Blockade is and always has been a legal and recognised 
method of war, and its operation has always been adapted to 
changes in international communications. If the Allied and 
Associate] Powers have imposed upon Germany a blockade of 
exceptional severity, which throughout they have consistently 
sought to conform to the principles of international law, it is 
because of the criminal character of the war initiated by 
Germany and of the barbarous methods adopted by her in prose- 
euting it.” 

This seems to be a sufficient summary of the reasons which 
guided the Allied and Associated Powers in making their Reply to 
the German Counter proposals. The specific points in the Reply 
we shall summarize next week. 


(To be continued.) 





Correspondence. 


Legitimation by Subsequent Marriage. 
[To the Editor of tae Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte: .] 


Sir, In the article on “ Legitimation by Subsequent Marriage 
the writer appears to hold that a tenant in tail under a settlement 
f land would be the “ eldest son ’’ within the meaning of the settle 
ment if he had been legitimatised by the law of his father’s domi- 
cile. I think this is good law ; but the point has not been explicitly 
dec'ded. Why should a parent not “ legitimate” 
should we put up with absurd terms like 
‘ legitimatise ’’ ? 


a child, and why 
‘legitimise ’’ and 


E. 8S. P. H 


Mr. Justice Darling, says the 7'imes, on 19th June sentenced Sydney 
James Ellis, 54, solicitor, of Watford, at Hertford Assizes, to 
20 months’ imprisonment in the second division for defrauding the 
Watford Mortgage and Land Investment Society by causing Ezra 
Tompkins Wilks to sign a cheque for £800 and converting the money 
to his own use. Ellis pleaded ‘‘ Guilty.’’ There were other charges 
of converting various sums, amounting in all to about £5.591. received 
on behalf of clients to his own use, and to these Ellis pleaded ‘‘ N 
Guilty Sir Marshall Hall, K.C., for the prosecution, accepted the 
plea in the first case and did not proceed with the other cases. Ellis 
held numerous public appointments, including clerk to the justices 
churchwarden, and senior member of the district council It was 
stated that none of the clients in the other cases would suffer, as the 


; money had been paid by the father of Ellis’s partner, 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
Court of Appeal. 


WILD v. SIMPSON. No. 2. 


SoLicIroR—Bitt or Costs—OriGInal 
TION BY SvuBSEQUENT CHAMPERTOUS 
WHETHER ACTION WAS MAINTAINABLE ON ORIGINAL 
In 1908 the defe ndant’s brother J. S. sued the defendant G. D. S., 
» counter claimed The defendar f gave the pla ntiff a retaimne 
greed to pay out of pocket expenses and £2 a week on account of propt 
pats On 23rd October, 1911. the plaintiff and the defendant 

ed into the following agreement DG DS. Tt £60 on ti 
other thar the unte 
ut of clam 


10th April; 4th Jane 


Rerainern LeGiTimaTE— VARIA 
\GREEMENT— I LLEGALITY 
RETAINER 


wh and 


pay 
the cosa of 


the ¢ 


ite generally on accBunt of coats 
m ‘ (2) T'o pr vide all 
(3) Jn the event of G. D.S 
reditors in full and all legal ¢ rpenses 

cent. on the first £10,000 and 5 

the plaintiff) aqrees to fhe counter 

ll not look to G. D. 8S. fo ate of the « 
pockets, in the of J. Ss. winning the action To 
ts the defendant defences (1) that the 


runter 
ou fic 
then G. D. S. will pe 

the 4 


rece rf, more thar ient to 
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cent on halar ‘ 4 
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claim 


per 
conduct 
munter-claim except 

the bille of 


plaintiff 


any 
crent 


raised by 


fwo 


ason of the agreement of 1911 Aad agreed not to make any charges 
wr hia ; 
muld only 


the 
due in 
the 


pomta 


and (2) that 
alleged to be 


‘ hampe four, 


the 
sue on the agreement for pate 
a that, as the igreement was 
could not re anythng PRowlatt, J., decided 
pl nntiff x favour The defend 
appeal by the plaintiff 

Held, by Bankes and Atkin, L.JJ., that on 
the agreement the only event in which the plaintiff was not to ibe 
entitled to propt costs waar in the event of J. 8S winning the action 
nd (2) the original retainer still continued after spite of the 
nt of 1911 The original retainer, which was a pe rhe tly proper 
tainer, waa varied by the agreement of 1911, and without the aid 
t that agreement the plaintiff could not recover That agreement 
ad nittedly cham pertous, tainted with illé q ity the claim as regarded 
e costae in the action of s ’ Se and therefore the 
Rowlatt, J.. in 20 related to those costa, muat be 
the rest of the judgment would stand 

Duke, L.J that, notwithstanding the 
hampertous nature of the agreement of 1911, the plaintiff could 
the defendant on the original retmner, and did not require therefore 
to rely on the agreement to establish his case 


action of &S ’ See plaintiff 


that 


services in 


plaints "tl 
in the 


nm, and 

cover these 

mnt app ded and there wae ¢ 
i 


the true onstruction of 


and in 


jreeme 


th 


pudgqment of 
set aside, 


far as it hut 


(dissenting), was of opinion 


sue 


Darlington Simpsdén from an order of Rowlatt 

imbers. The facts sufficiently appear from the judgment 

Bankes, L.J., said that the action was brought by a solicitor to re 

er the balance on twenty-three separate bills of costs. The defendant 
pleaded that the Statute of Limitation applied to a number of the 
On the claim for the amount of the bills of Simpson 
v. Simpson, as to which the Statute was not pleaded, the defendam 
raised two He alleged that on the true construction of an 
agreement made between himself and the plaintiff 23rd October, 
1911, the plaintiff had agreed not townake any charge for his services 
in that action. He alleged also that the plaintiff could only 
the agreement of 1911 for costs alleged to be due in that action, and 
that, as that agreement was champertous 


the plaintiff could not 
recover anything. In 1908 the defendant's brother brought an action 
against him. The defendant wished to counter-claim for a large 
He asked the plaintiff to be his solicitor. The plaintiff agreed 
defendant apparently in embarrassed circumstances, 
arrangement was made that the defendant, in addition to finding out-of 
pocket expenses, should pay to the plaintiff £2 a week on account of 
profit costs. The plaintiff acted under that retainer as the defendant's 
solicitor on the record. So matters continued down to October, 1911 
During that period the defendant was adjudicated bankrupt, and the 
praintiff had apparently found difficulty in getting any moneys required 
out-of-pocket expenses in the various matters in which he was 
acting for the defendant. [His lordship then referred to the terms of 
the agreement as outlined in the head note.] The first question was 
whether upon the true construction of clauses 3 and 4 of the agreement 
the plaintiff undertook not to make any charge for profit costs. The 
provision that the plaintiff, in the event of John Simpson's winning the 
action, was not to receive any costs other than “ out-of-pockets ’ 
appeared to provide for the event, and for the only event in which the 
plaintiff was not to be entitled to his profit costs. As the event did 
not happen, the defendant was rightly held to have failed by Rowlatt, J., 
this point. The other question on this agreement raised 
a matter of importance and _ difficulty The agreement was 
admitted to be a champertous agreement, and as such unenforce- 
able He was not prepared to agree with Rowlatt, J.’s, view 
that the consideration for the agreement was a lawful con- 
sideration. Section 11 of the Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870, 
was inserted to provide against champertous agreements with solici- 
tors : Jennings v. Johnson (L. R. 8 C. P. 425) and Re the Attorneys 
end Solicitors Act, 1870 (L. R. 1 Ch. D. 571). He could not regard 
either the promise of a solicitor to act as a solicitor in an action upon 
champertous terms, or the work done under such a promise, as a good 
consideration : see Brett, M.R., in Herman v. Jerichner (15 Q. B. D., 


Appeal by G 


ills. costs in 


defences 


on 


sue o1 


sum 
The 


was and an 


for 


on 
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Simpson vy. Bloss unt., at p. 249), and per A. L. Smith, J., 
Brow {1892 I p. 734 In the present case the 
on his original retainer lt was the defendant who set 
to the rhe original retainer still 
the agreement of 1911 He did not 
appened the plaintiff's right to profit 
ushed by the agreement 
varied by the agreement 
t be complete without 
it the plaintiff's difficulty 
essential part of 

vent in 


costs in Simpson Vv 
without 


plaintif 


sucl 


plaintiff sued 


ip the reement as an answet claim 
in spite ot 
h had ! 
retainet yas ext 
might, however, be 80 
iuse¢ on might 
igreement is there tl 
nent 
} ve the « which 
n Simpson s&s winning 
ws to that extent iried by the 
laintiff uld not recover 
related to 
lewality ind tor 
ver His lordship 
ried in 16 C. B 
fuller report 
that the 
tor to hand over money received 
the facts did not 
juit ible doctrine which would assist 
the question of limitation, his lord- 
it Rowlatt, J., did, that a certain payment by the 
4% payment generally ag liability and not confined 
of costs relating to the action of Stmp ony Simpson, In 
uippeal su far as the claim to the costs in 
and as to those coste the judgment would be set 
judgment for t 
The action was to 
work done and moneys paid by 
heitor As to 
relied upon 21 


as it 


is ret 
there 


ar trom 


and Vas A 


that report 


was not the case here; 
Ia 
dealt witl 


5 


sinst 
the eeded so 
5 mi ps n, 
at oft the 
differed 

d to be due to | 
defendant's 
sts of 

As to bill 


ie plaintiff would stand 


recover moneys which the 


im tor 
him as a soli some 
the defendant 
amounting in all to upwards f £2,900 
ment of 23rd October, 1911, upon which he founded two 
that it precluded any claim except for out-of-pocket 
; which had been paid, and (2) that the 
o rendered the plaintiff's services in 
remuneration As to 
the Statute of 
earned Judge The 

construction of the 
to do the work in question 
Clause 3 of the 
succeed in the pro eed 
ind that these 
from 


retainer of 


small amount 


he 


unsel'a fees 

vas champertous, and 
ind disentitled 

of the 


any 
barred by 
the 


him to 
iims being 
view if 
the 


true 


due held 
of 1911, it was ne ia 


yunsel 


upon 
reement 
agree 


and Tees 


defendant 


t - pan ket expenses 
nized that f the were to 
in question he would have legal expenses to pay 


ide leva expenses not necessarily recoverable his 
st The provision in defendant 

plaintiff would not look to him for out-of 
to mean that, if the defendant succeeded 
aintiff’s costs Incidentally it had the effect 
. inferentially the mtinuance of the relation of solicitor 
under réetangr of 1908. He thought with the learned 
iment mtained no ag yg the plaintiff 4“ 
s that had happened expenses 

The bargair clearly 
legal. and the 


le services of the | 


lause 4, that in case the 


inv costs bevond 


seemed t his lordship 


ay the | also 
the 
reement 
to his out 
1911 was 
contended that rendered 
of illegal acts If this 
from the 


limitis 
nt j 
made in 
defendant 
untiff a 


the consideration 


unsel'’s fees 


serie 


t ‘ vell founded mov ig 
nd in law, and the character of the several promises of 
question of their divisibility would become 


lordship repeated the facts, and said he was of 


vlaintiff was ba 
the defendant 


immaterial 


ind the 


Hi 








opinion that the retainer of the plaintiff bv the defendant made in 
1908 was not determined by the made in 1911, and that it 
continued to be of fall effect material times It the 
remuneration, but did not alter the bl service 
remained what thev had always beet The was not 
emploved. He consented to continue his services. The question 
the new convert the old 
relationship of solicitor and an relationship, and, if 
it did not, whether the defendant's several promises of remuneration 
inter-dependent that no valid claim could be made upon either 

them The defendant to succeed in the action had to shew, to 
the words of Lord Mansfield in Johneor Johnson (1 Cowper, 
that the plaintiff's ause of action arose “ er furpi or from 
of a positive law of this country It did so 
if the series of acts in respect of which the plaintiff claimed his costs 
cts of illegal maintenance. But to make out this illegality it was 
that the defendant should establish the existence of a rule 
of law whereby a champertous bargain between solicitor ind client 
converted the retainer of the solicitor into an unlawful agreement, 
such, for example, as would exist where litigation was being know- 
ingly carried on to effect a fraud. The conclusion he came to was 
that the plaintiff had properly heen held to be entitled to enter final 
judgment against the defendant without qualification He thought, 
that the of. which had no speci fic or 
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definite operation on the relative rights of the parties, should be struck 

out. There should be no costs of this appeal. 

Atkin, L.J., read a judgment in which he concurred with the opinion 

expressed by Bankes, L.J. Appeal allowed.—Counstt, for the plaintiff, 

J. B. Matthews, K.C., and Pritt; for the defendant, Schwabe, K.C., 

and Harney. Soticrrors, Wild & Co.; Jackson, Elwell & Curran. 
[Reported by Enextwe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Divi- on. 


HEPWORTH MANUFACTURING CO. (LIM.) v. RYOTT. 
Astbury, J. 23rd May. 

RasTRAint or Trape—Contract sy Fusm Actor to Act UnNpsr 
PsevponyM—PsevponymM To Be Property or Empitoyern—Actor's 
Reputation Acqguirep Unper Pseuponym—Ruicut To Prevent User 
or PssupoONYM arrern QuitTiInc EMPLOYMENT. 


Where a film-producing company entered into an agreement with a 
film actor to act under a paeudonym, and a clause of the agreement 
provided that the pseudonym was to be the property of the company, 
and that upon the determination of the agreement the actcr was not 
to use the pseudonym, and the actor acquired a reputation before the 
public under that paeudonym, 


Held, that the plaintiff company, by insisting on the use of the 
pseudonym, had clothed the defendant wtth that name before the 
public, and could not now restrain him from using it, as such a 
restraint would he inconsistent with hia freedom to earn his living ae 
best he could 


Herbert Morris (Limited) v. Saxelby (1916, 1 A. C’. 688) applied. 
The real object of auch a contract ia to restrain competition, and as 
such it ia une ntorceahble 


Vernon v. Hallam (1886, 34 C4. D. 748) distinguished 


The plaintiffs are a film-producing company, and the defendant was 
employed as an actor by them. At first he acted in his own name, 
but was later employed under agreements requiring him to use the 
pseudonym of Stewart Rome, and such agreements provided that the 
right to the use of the pseudonym Stewart Rome should be the sole 
property of the company, and on the determination of the agreement 
the artist should not use it. The defendant acquired a reputation as 
Stewart Rome. When he returned from service in the Army he could 
not agree terms with the plaintiff company, and accordingly entered 
the employment of another company, and acted under the pseudonym 
of Stewart Rome, receiving a salary of £20 a week, whereas, on the 
evidence, if he could not use the pseudonym Stewart Rome his market 
value would only be £7 a week. The plaintiff company accordingly 
started this action for an injunction. They contended (inter alia) that 
the contract was not in restraint of trade, as the defendant could act 
in any other name, and referred to Vernon v. Hallam (1886, 34 Ch. D 
748). They further contended that if it were in restraint of trade, 
the restrictions were reasonable. The defendant contended that the 
contract was in restraint of trade, and merely designed to restrain com 
yetition, and referred (inter alia) to the cases cited in the judgment 

elow. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said: To the public the 
defendant has become Stewart Rome as effectually as if he had changed 
his name by deed poll. By insisting on the pseudonym, the plaintiffs 
have effected this result. As Stewart Rome he acquired a high wage 
earning capacity ; shorn of that name his market value would be con- 
siderably decreased until such time as, by beginning life again, he 
could re-establish his hold on the public. This fact would either 
enable the plaintiffs to retain his services at an inadequate salary, or 
would compel him to accept far less than his market value elsewhere 
until he re-established his reputation de novo. The cases of Mason 
v, The Prowident Clothing and Supply Co. (1913, A. C. 724), and 
Herbert Morris (Limited) v. Saxelby (1916, 1 A. C. 688) establish the 
proposition that a restraint inconsistent with the freedom of an employee 
to earn his living as best he can is, with certain exceptions, invalid 
The law refuses to enforce agreements in which the right to bargain 
has been used so as to afford more than reasonable protection to the 
covenantee. That protection must fall far short of tyranny. The 
exceptions include the protection of trade secrets and the prevention 
of soliciting old customers. They do not include protection from com- 
petition or protection against the use of personal skill and knowledge 
acquired in the employment. A man’s skill and ability are not, and 
cannot be, the master's property. They are part of the man himself. 
These propositions are not confined to restraint of trade cases, but are 
of general application : see Horwood v. Miller's Timber and Trading 
Co. (1917, 1 K. B. 305). The present contract, however, is in partial 
restraint of trade, and is both tyrannous and oppressive. Vernon 
v. Hallam (1886, 34 Ch. D. 748) was a case of the sale of goodwill, 
and the covenant not to use the name was unobjectionable. The 
language of the judge must be read with the particular facts. In the 
present case the contract is in restraint of trade and is wider than 
is necessary to protect the plaintiffs. Its real object is to restrain 
competition, and as such it is unenforceable. The agreement that the 
pseudonym is to be the plaintiffs’ property is tiseless after they have 
merged it in the identity of the defendant. They cannot exercise their 
dominion through any other nominre. They can use the name in 


connection with their present films, but thaé is as proprietors of the 
films, not of the name. If the plaintiffs had been right in their con- 
tention, a similar covenant precluding the use of the cefendant's 
original name of Ryott would be enforceable, but that is unarguable. 
For these reasons the contract, whether in restraint of trade or not, is 
unenforceable—Counsget, Micklem, K.C., Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., 
and Dighton Pollock; Patrick Haatings, K.C., and H. B. Wright 
Soricitors, William Percy Gullett; Romer & Skan. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.; 


Re YViSCOUNT MOUNIGARRET. VISCOUNT MOUNTGARRET ». 
INGLEBY AND OTHERS. I. VU. Lawrene, J. 2ist May; 
Sth June. 

W itt—Construction—Reat Estate—Limitations To Unsorn Persons 


—Estate ror Lirg orn 1x Tatt—Remorensss. 
Freeholds were devised to trustees in trust for A. for life, remainder 
to B. for life, “ and after his death upon trust for the use of his pret 
and other sons in tail male for the respective terms of their respective 





lives successively, and in remainder one after the other, so that such 
son only as should be entitled to and bear the title of Viscount Mount- 
garret shall be entitled to such rents and profits.” 

Held, that the true effect of such a devise was to create estates in 
tail male and not merely life estates in the first and other sons suc 
ceasively of B. 

Doe rv. Stenlake (1810, 12 Hast, 515) 
Eq. 224) applied 


and Hugo v. Williams (L. #. 14 


This was a summons taken out by the next friend of the 
infant sixteenth Viscount Mountgarret to discover the effect 
of the wills of some earlier Viscounts. The facts were as 
follows: The thirteenth Viscount made a _ will devising his 
freeholds in Ireland to trustees upon trust for his son Henry 
for his life, with remainder to his grandson Edmund for life, 


“and after his death upon trust for the use of his first and other sons 
in tail male for the respective terms of their respective lives successively, 
and in remainder one after the other, so that such son only as should 
be entitled to and bear the title of Viscount Mountgarret should be en- 
titled to such rents and profits. And, in default of such issue, upon trust 
as hereinafter set out for the holder for.the time being of the Mount- 
garret title, and in the event of such title becoming extinct, then upon 
trust to convey the said estates to my right heirs living at the death of 
the last holder of the said title."’ And the testator devised to his son 
Henry the residue of his real estates. The Mountgarret title was 
created in the reign of King Edward VI., by letters patent, conferring 
upon Sir Richard Butler, the second son of the then Earl of Ormonde, 
the dignity of Viscount Mountgarret in the peerage of Ireland. The 
title was conferred upon him to hold the same unto him and the heirs 
male of his body. In 1900 the thirteenth Viscount died, and his 
ron Henry became the fourteenth Viscount. The fourteenth Viscount 
married twice, and by his first wife he had an only son, the said Henry, 
and three daughters. By his second wife he had one son, who was 
born in 1903. and is the present Viscount. The fourteenth Viscount, by 
his will, devised all his real estates to trustees upgn trusts under whic 

the plaintiff was given a protected life interest contingent on attaining 
the age of twenty-five years, with limitations over. The fourteenth 
Viscount died in 1912, and his son, the said Edmund, became fifteenth 
Viscount, and_died in 1918 without issue, and the plaintiff became the 


sixteenth Viscount Questions arose on the construction of 
the, wills of the thirteenth and fourteenth Viscounts. The 
sixteenth Viscount claimed that, under the will of the 
thirteenth Viscount, he took either an estate in tail male or an 
estate for life in the Irish estates. The parties claiming under 


the will of the fourteenth Viscount claimed that all the limitations in 
the will of the thirteenth Viscount, after the life estate given to Ed- 
mund, infringed the rule against perpetuities, and were void for remote- 
ness. or that at most the sixteenth Viscount had only an estate for life, 
ahd that these Irish estates passed under the residuary gift in that 
will to the fourteenth Viscount, and accordingly followed the trusts 
of his will, 

P. O. Lawrences, J., after stating the facts, said, in the course of a 
considered judgment : The true effect of the devise is to create estates 
in tail male and not merely life estates in the first and other sons suc- 
cessively of the fifteenth Viscount Mountgarret, for the reasons given 
in the cases of Doe v. Stenlake (supra) and Hugo v. Williams (supra), 
and consequently the gift over in default of male issue of the fifteenth 
Viscount is not void for remoteness, and it accordingly becomes neces- 
sary to construe that gift. The predominant intention of the testator 
was that the Irish estates should devolve with the Mountgarret title, 
which was limited to the heirs male of the body of thé first Viscount, 
and in my judgment the expression “on the title becoming extinct” 
means “on the failure of the heirs male of the body of the first 
Viscount.’’ If that is so, the gift to the holder for the time being of the 
title means, in the events which have happened, a gift to the plaintiff 
without any particular limit as to the duration of the estate to be 
taken by him, followed by 4 gift over on the failuré of the heirs male 
of the body of the first Viscount. Such a gift operates as a gift to the 
plaintiff, and the heiré male of the body of the first Viscount, and the 
plaintiff, being the heir male of the body of the first Viscount by lineal 
descent, takés an estate in tail male, which is descendible or tranmis- 
sible, not only to the heirs male of his body, but also (on failure of such 
issné) to collateral. rélatives who are heirs male of the body of the first 
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Viscount (see Fearne on Contingent Remainders, 10th ed., at p. 82; 
Challis on Real os 3rd ed., at p. 298)—CounseL, Jenkins, 
K.C., and F. B. Farrer; Ward Coldridge, K.C., and Dighton Pollock ; 
Percy Wheeler. Soricrtors, Evans, Wadham & Co. 

Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Kiny’s Bench Division. 


GROCOCK v. GROCOCK. Div. Court. . 14th and 15th May. 


HvsBanD AND Wire—Desertion sy HussanpD—ORDER FOR MAINTENANCE 
CLAIM FoR ARREARS—DISCRETION oF JUSTICES TO MAKE THE ORDER 
—Orper ror Part PayMENT—ABOLITION OF S1x Montus’ Time Liu 
OpreraTion—Rerrospective—Bastarpy Laws (AMENDMENT) ACT, 
1872 (35 & 3% Vict. c. 65), s. Summary JurispicTion (MARRIED 
Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 39), s. 9—Criminat Justice Ap- 
MINISTRATION Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 58), s. 32. 


A married woman, in 1912, obtained an order for maintenance under 
section 9 of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, and 
section 4 of the Bastardy — oe Act, 1872. In 1918 she 
claimed arrears due for the whole of this time, with the exception of 
two weeks. 

Held, (1) that the magistrate had discretion either to make or to 
refuse the order for payment of arrears; (2) that his discretion was 
limited to making or refusing the order altogether, and that he had no 
discretion to order only a portion of the arrears to be paid; (3) that 
he could not order the payment of arrears due more than siz monthe 
before the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914, came into opera- 
tion on the first day of December, 1914; (4) that section 32 of this Act, 
which abolished the time limit of six months under section 11 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, in the case of orders enforceable in the 
same manner as Orders of affiliation, is not retrospective. 


Case stated by a metropolitan magistrate. On 4th November, 1918, 
an information was preferred by Mrs. Grocock, the respondent in this 
appeal, against her husband, the present appellant, under section 9 of 
the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, and section 4 
of the Bastardy Laws (Amendment) Act, 1872, claiming £209 from her 
husband for arrears under an order made on 9th January, 1912, by a 
court of summary jurisdiction sitting at Sheffield, under sections 4 and 
5 of the Act of 1895, that the husband should pay to the wife 15s. a 
week. The information was heard and determined by the magistrate, 
who ordered the appellant to pay to the respondent the amount of such 
arrears. There were three children of the marriage, all under sixteen 
years of age. The order made in 1912 by the Sheffield justices under 
sections 4 and 5 of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 
1895, declared that the appellant had since 11th October, 1911, deserted 
the respondent, and directed that the legal custody of the children 
should be committed to the respondent. The oe paid to the 
respondent 30s. for two weeks’ maintenance under the order, but before 
the date for the third week's payment the respondent left the three 
children in the custody of the appellant and removed to London, leavin 
no address with the appellant. The appellant was at that time, ont 
had been since, living in Birmingham, and the three children had lived 
with him, and been supported by him. He had not had any communica- 
tion with the respondent from 1912 until the service of the summons 
in 1918, and he had not known the respondent's address. No application 
for‘payment had been made by heft, and no previous proceedings had 
been taken to enforce the order of 7th January, 1912. It was contended 
for the respondent that she was entitled, under section 32 of the 
Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914, to recover the whole of 
the arrears of maintenance under the order of January, 1912. On behalf 
of the appellant, it was contended (a) that section 32 of the Act of 
1914, which came into operation on Ist December, 1914, was not 
retrospective, and did not give the respondent the power to enforce 
the arrears before lst June, 1914, as that date was a period of six months 
before the passing of the Act of 1914; (6) that as the appellant had 
maintained the three children to the benefit of the respondent from Janu- 
ary, 1912, to the date of the proceedings, the cost of such maintenance 
should at least be deducted from any amount ordered to be paid by the 
appellant to the respondent ; and (c) that the magistrate was entitled to 
take into consideration what had happened since the making of the 
order of January, 1912, and that the enforcement by the magistrate 
under section 9 of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 
1895, and section 4 of the Bastardy Laws (Amendment) Act, 1872, of the 
sums due-under the order of January, 1912, was discretionary : Davies 
¥. Beans (9 Q. B. D. 238). The magistrate thought he had no 
disctetion in the matter, but was bound to make an order for paymént 
of the whole amount, and accordingly did so. The Criminal Justice Ad- 
ministration Act, 1914, s. W, sub-section 3, is : “ Any order made either 
before or after the commencement of this Act by a Court of Summary 
Jurisdiction for the periodical payment of money may, upon cause being 
shewn upon fresh evidence to the satisfaction of the court, be revoked, 
revived, or varied by a subsequent order.’’ By section 32, sub-section 
(1), of the Act : ‘‘ It is hereby declared that, notwithstanding anythin 
in section 54 of the Summary Jufisdiction Act, 1879, the provisions of 
section 14 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848 (which relate to the 

within which such summary proceedings are to be taken), do not 
apply to proceedings for enforcing the payment of suths adjudged to be 
paid by an order in any matter of bastardy, or by an order enforceable 
4s an order of affiliation.” 





= 


2. 


Darutnc, J.—The court had to decide whether (1) the magistrate was 
bound to make the order he made, or whether he had a discretion with 
regard to it; (2) if he had a discretion to make, or not to make, the 
order, whether he had a further discretion to award the full amount 
of the arrears, or to award only a portion of them. He was of opinion 
that the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1914, was not retro- 
spective. Before the Act only six months of arrears could have been 
recovered. There was nothing in the section to support the argument of 
the respondent; and the words of the Interpretation Act, 1889, shewed 
that the Legislature intended the section to be prospective, and not 
rétrospective. It was contended for the appellant that the magistrate 
had a discretion either to make or to refuse to make the order for arrears 
under section 4 of the Act of 1872. The magistrate came to the con- 
clusion that he was bound to make the order: Davies v. Hvans (¥ 
Q. B. D. 238), where the Court was divided in opinion. Grove, J., held 
there was a discretion, and he (Darling, J.) thought this was right, and 
that section 4 of the Act of 1872 gave the magistrate a discretion either 
t» make or not to make an grder. But he was further of opinion that 
the magistrate’s discretion was limited either to making or not making 
the order for the whole arrears, and that he had no discretion to order 
the payment of a portion only. The appellant had a remedy under 
section 30, sub-section (3), of the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 
1914, which provided that : ‘‘ Any order made either before or after the 
commencement of this Act by a court of summary jurisdiction for the 
periodical payment of any sum of money may, upon cause being shewn 
upon fresh evidence to the satisfaction of the court, be revoked, revived, 
or varied by a subsequent order.’’ The appellant could get the order 
varied under that sub-section; and the magistrate could then exercise 
his discretion to order, or not to order, the payment of the arrears. 
As he had already decided that the Act was not retrospective, it 
followed there was no power to enforce the arrears prior to June, 1914. 
The case must be remitted to the magistrate 

Avory, J., and Satter, J., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
CounseL, Whateley, for the appellants; H. W. Wickham, for the 
respondent. Soricrrors, W. H. Pitman, for Chambers & Son, Sheffield ; 
W. Cipps Kent d Son 

[Reported by G. H. Kxorr, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Throughout North Wales and Shropshire farmers have combined 
against giving a draft allowance of two. pounds of wool in every hun- 
dredweight, maintaining that this old custom should cease. Recently 
the Oswestry Farmers’ ‘Mele brought about a postponement of Oswes 
try wool sale, and in other places sales have been postponed. Some 
auctioneers have decided to sell according to customers’ wishes with 
or without draft allowance 
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New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


Che London Gazette of 20th June contains the following: 

1. An Order in Council, dated 20th June, further amending the Ex 
portation Prohibition Proclamation of 10th day of May, 1917, and made 
under Section 8 of«the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and 
Section 1 of the Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, 
(Customs Exportation Prohrbition) Act 1914 The item Air raft and 
Accessories 18 repealed in Class (A), with the exception of balloons, 
and a few other changes are made 

The London Gazette of 24th June contains the LOLLOwW Eg 

y su Nota e. dated 24th June, with respect to tne Loan ol 

» the Treasury (Scheme B), that the Treasury have decided 
option, uM®ier Clause 3 of Scheme B, of returning certam 
securrbies in the hat year ending 31st March, 1920, on the 
tated in the notices to depositors, from which dates the addi 
rwance Wii cease 

licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal Indus 
granted to certain companies, firms and 

tains ten names, 


Food Orders. 


Votice of Revocation, 
the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of 
. atuons and of a other powers enabli ing him in that 
‘ood Controller hereby revokes as from the 27th May, 1919, 
Orders mentioned in the Schedule, but without prejudice to any 
weedings in reapect of any contravention thereof. 
1919 
T he Schedule 

and O., No. 510 of 1917, as amended by No. 

4 tequistit on) Order. 1917 
1247 of 1917. The Dutch Chees 
458 of 1918 The Dutch Chees 


204 of 1918. The 


Prices) Order, 1917 
Requisition) Order, 1918 


SALES FOR IRELAND RETURNS) ORDER, 1917. 
DOMESTIC PRESERVING) ORDER, 1918. 

Votice of Revo 

In exe t powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby revokee ae from the 27th May, 1919, the 
Suga Sales for Ireland Returns) Order, 1917, und the Sugar Domestic 
Preserving) Order, 1918, but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contraventoon thereof 
27th May, 1919 


THE SUGAR 
rHE SUGAR 


ation. 


ORDER AMENDING THE INTOXICATING LIQUOR (OUTPUT AND 
DELIVERY) ORDER 1919. 

The Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1919, as 
amended by an Order dated the 30th Apri _ 1919 [Ss R. & O Noe, 104 

518 of 1919], shall be further amended by the substatution in 
ses 1 and of the words 120 per cent.’’ for the words “75 per 
ating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1919, 
ereafter to be printed under the authorit y of His Majesty’ s Stationery 
Office shall be printed with the substitution hereby provided for, and 
its application to the quarter be; Bs on the let 
» every succeeding quarter to which it applies, be 
is hereby amended 


Copies of the Intox 


the Order sha in 
April, 1919, 
read and take 

7th May 
RETURNS) ORDER, 1918 

Notice 

er directs that on and after 29th May, 1919. the 
and that the prescribed returns 

Cheese Section, Mimstry of 


THE IMPORTERS 


above Order shall apply only to cheese, 
reating to cheese shall be made to the 
Food, County Hall, London, S.E. 1 
29th May 
Nhe following Orders have also been issued :- 
Order amending the Canned Fish (Retail Prices 
Order, 1918. 20th May 
Order amending the Rice (Retail Prices) Order, 1918. 


and Distribution) 


27th May 


Sasisiies 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be 
held at the Society's Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 11th 
July, 1919, at 2 p.m 

The following are the provisions of Bye-law 15 as to the business to 
be transacted at an annual general meeting, namely :—- 

The business of an annual general meeting shall be the election of 
president, vice-president, and members of council, as directed by the 


and Section 1 of the 
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Charter, and also the election of auditors ; the reception of the accounts 
submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the annual 
report of the council, and the disposal of business introduced by the 
council, and of any other matter which may consistently with the 
Charter and bye-laws be introduced at such meeting.”’ 


Sir Walter Trower will move :— 

That in view of the pledge of the Prime Minister to remove 
all existing inequalities of the law as between men and women, and 
to ensure for women the opportunities they seek in our schools and 
Universities to fit ~er ay! the trades and professions in which they 
can suitably engage, they be admitted to the Society's lectures and 
classes 

Sir Kingsley Wood, M.P., will move :— 

That it is desirable that at an early date the valuable and 
ancient rights of litigants to trial by jury which were suspended by 
the Juries Act, 1918, shall be restored to them.’’ 


Mr. James Dodd will move :— 
‘That it is in the public interest that solicitors should have 
audience in all courts co-equal with barristers.”’ 


Mr. E. A. Bell will move :— 

That the Council be requested forthwith to recommend to the 
Rule Committee that Order 65, rule 27, regulation 38a, be amended 
by a regulation to be known as 38a (1) as follows : 

‘A party claiming costs shall if he think fit be entitled to 
bring in a schedule of disbursements and a precis disclosing 
the nature, interests and value involved, and the other circum- 
stances, of the proceedings in respect of which his costs have 
been incurred, together with production of vouchers shewing 
his disbursements, and that the Taxing Master upon the 
application of the party claiming such costs shall, without 
requiring the delivery of an itemed bill of costs, assess the costs 
at a gross sum 

Mr, Henry Anderson will move 
‘That having regard to- 

‘(a) the enhanced cost of all office expenditure and personal 
and family maintenance, 

‘(b) the depreciated value of the currency and burdensome 
taxation, 

‘(c) the 
people, 

this meeting desires the Council to take all proper and necessary 
steps without delay to obtain permanent adequate increases of 
remuneration for all professional services rendered.”’ 


increases of salaries and wages of all classes of the 


We shall print next week the names of the candidates nominated 
to fill the thirteen vacancies in the council, and in the offices of presi- 
dent, vice-president, and auditors, with the names and addresses of their 
nominators. | 


RECEPTION OF THE TEACHING STAFF. 

A large number of students, past and present, and guests, attended 
a reception by the members of the teaching etaff in the Common oe 
and Library on Monday evening last, placed at the disposal of 
gathering by the Council. The vice president ( (Mr. W. Arthur See 
was in the chair, and Mr. Justice Eve, the Solic loot. General for the Com- 
monwealth of Australia (Sir Robert Garran), the chairman of the Legal 
Education Committee (Mr. J. W. Budd), and other members of the 
Council, representatives of the American and Colonial Forces, and other 
guests were 

A musical programme wae provided. At the close of the first part, 
which consisted of vocal and instrumental items by past and p 
students, representatives of the teaching staff and American students, 
and others, Mr. W. S. Jones, a former student, expressed the “PP 
ciation of etudente of the efforts of the Council and the Principal and 





teaching staff for the welfare of law students, and in particular for the 
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opportunity of reuniting on that occasion. The chairman, in reply, 
expressed first the great regret felt by all present at the absence of the 
President and the Principal, the former owing to distance from town 
and the latter owing to ill-health. In welcoming the guests of the 
evening, he referred specially to the great pleasure which had been felt 
by the Council and the Teaching Staff at the opportunity of meeting 
in the lecture rooms and social rooms, the representatives of the 
American and Colonial Forces. He expressed the firm conviction that 
the friendships formed upon the battlefield and cemented in the 
calmer atmosphere of the Society’s Hall would never be broken 

Mr. Justice Eve, in expressing his gratification at being present, re 
ferred to the auspicious day on which the reception was held. He 
expressed the hope that a permanent and sound peace might con 
tinue, but thought that possibly there might be occasions when certain 
disputes might not be capable of adjustment by the arbitrament of 
the Chancery Division, and advocated, as the surest road to peace, 
an adequate preparation for war. He advocated having recourse to 
the arbitrament of the Courts (but not to arbitration), whenever pos 
sible, but sai@ that we must always be ready to fight if need be, as 
nothing was more certain than that England always would be, as she 
had been, the champion of the oppressed 

Captain Whitney, of the American Expeditionary Forces, a student 
of the Society, expressed, on behalf of himself and his fellow American 
students the great pleasure which they had felt at mixing with the 
Society's students in the lecture rooms and social rooms, and claimed 
that the former cousinly relationship between the two nationalities had 
become the nearer relationship of brotherhood 

The Solicitor-General for the Commonwealth of Australia (Sir 
Robert Garran) thanked the Society for the welcome extended to Aus 
talian students, and referred to the former association of the Principal 
with the ‘Australian Commonwealth 

After refreshments had been taken in the Library, the gathering 
was entertained by Mr. Herbert J. Collings f the Inner Magi 
Circle) with a highly interesting performance of drawing 1 
The proceedings terminated with the National Anthem 


m magic 


The Lancaster Equity Bar. 


The Vice-Chancellor of the Duchy and County Palatine of Lancaster 
(Mr. R. B. Lawrence, K.C.) was entertained to dinner on Saturday 
evening, the 2lst June, at the Exchange Hotel, Liverpool, by the 
members of the Bar of the Palatine Court. Mr. Courth ype Wilson, K.C., 
presided, and there was a large attendance of members of the Chancery 
Bar from Manchester and Preston, as wel! as Liverpool, together with 
the registrars of the Court. 


Women Magistrates. 


In the House of Lords, on Wednesday, the Justices of th 
(Qualification of Women) Bill was read a third time 

On the motion that the Bill be passed, Lord Strachie, says the 7'umes, 
moved an amendment inserting a qualifying age of thirty years. H« 
pointed out that in unpleasant cases it was undesirable that young 


Pea e 


unmarried women should adjudicate. With reference to the argument 
that this would create an inequality in the sexes, he said that the 
former practice of appointing young men of twenty-one or tweg@py-two 
as justices of the peace had fallen into desuetude 

Earl Beauchamp said that it was unfortunate that when they were 
trying to sweep away the barriers between the two sexes an attempt 
should be made to create this one. He had complete confidence in the 
advisory committee, which he was quite sure would not recommend 
the appointment of unsuitable women. 

The Lord Chancellor hoped that the noble lord would not consider it 
necessary to carry the amendment to a division. The case which had 
been apprehended was extremely unlikely to occur. If the Bill became 
law he should not sanction the appointment of large numbers of women 
Justices. It would be impossible to do so if only for the reason that 
the bench on the whole was fully manned all over the kingdom. Under 
these circumstances women who aspired to become justices would receive 
the honour as and when vacancies occurred. Young women under 
twenty-five would have to satisfy the advisory committees of their 
exceptional fitness, and they would also have to satisfy the Lords Lieu 
tenant and the Lord Chancellor. If they were able to satisfy all these 
Persons they would be rather remarkable young women, who 
would be conceivably a welcome addition to the bench As long as 
he o cupied the position of Lord Chancellor the noble lord need not 
fear that there would be any invasion of the bench by women unde1 
twenty-five years of age. p 

The House divided on the amendment, and it was carried by 35 votes 
against 17. { 

The Bill then passed. 





The Lishilay of Aircrah Pilon. 


At Lincoln Assizes, on 20th June, before Mr. Justice Shearman, Trevor 
Walter Chater, nineteen, a flight cadet, was acquitted on the charge 
of the manslaughter of Captain Robert Garspar Dunn and Lieutenant 
William John Pegg, two convalescent, officers, who were driving to a 
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eting at North 

nd killed them 
iward Labraham, stud groom at Caythorpe Court, who was driving 

iid that he saw the aeroplane following them on the road 

nen tor a trme disappeared over the Cranwell Aerodrome 
it again the aer¢ plane was right on top of them It hit 
he head and he became unconscious. When he recovered he 

| in the trap and the two officers were in their plac es—dead 

lefendant said that he was the pilot. He saw the trap on the 
d went over the aerodrome to give it an opportunity of going 
He was practising diving, and travelling ninety miles an 
vas a haystack fifteen yards from the road, and that was 
yjective He turned and dived for the stack At that 
thing on the road, but felt a bump. At first he took it 
f ! but on reflection thought the pressure he felt was too 
great for t He turned and searched along and around the road, 
f the horse and trap. He was informed of what had 


tanceby when an aeroplane swooped down on 


but saw 
hay pene 
The defence set up was that there was no such culpable negligence as 
vould justify a verdict of manslaughter. A breach of discipline in 
flying low over the road was not sufficient to establish manslaughter. 


Mr. Justice Darling had béfore him last week, says the 7'imea, at 
Hertford? Assizes a case in which a father was charged with incest 
ith a girl who was alleged to be his daughter It raised a law point 
h it was said there was no authority 
Gerald Dodson appeared for the Director of Public Prosecutions ; 
Mr. B. O. Bircham for the defence 
er gave evidence that the girl with whom the acts com 
plained ot nmitted was not his daughter. He said that he had 
married the girl's mother when the mother was pregnant, and two 
months after the marriage the girl, whom the prosecution alleged fo be 
his daughter, VAS born 
The prisoner was charged under section 1 of the Punishment of 
icest Act, 1908, which enacts that any male person who has carnal 
ve of a female person who is to his knowledge his grand 
ghter, sister, or mother shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, 
onviction thereof shall be liable, at the discretion of the 
be kept in penal servitude 
nming up the case to the jury, the learned Judge said that the 
question was whether the girl was the daughter of the accused 
rv not The expression daughter meant, according to the Act of 
1908, his natural daughter, but the difficulty was that, according to the 
ertificates of marriage and of birth, and according to presumption, 
the girl undoubtedly was his legitimate daughter, and therefore she 
might succeed to inv estate which he might possess The case was 
the first of the kind that had arisen under the Act, because the accused 
vanted to prove fhat his daughter was a bastard, and so escape con 
n of the crime of incest The same fact which would prove his 
innocence would, if proved in appropriate proceedings, disentitle the 
girl to suc eed to his estate 
There had been a great deal of old authority which was not in favour 
of the law as he was going to lay it down to them He had had an 
opportunity of looking at the Poulett peerage case (14 T.L.R., 
644; 1903, A. C.), and the conclusion that he had come to wag 
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that the presumption that the child was the child of the accused was a 
presumption that might be rebutted by evidence, and that there was 
idence should not be given by the accused him 


no reason why that ev 
was the father, the girl was con- 


self. It was manifest that 
ceived before the 
The prosecution had given evidence on which the 
that the girl was the natural daughter of the accused, but the accused 
had sworn on oath that she was not. He swore that he had not seen 
his wife for 24 years until a day three months before the marriage, 
and therefore there was evidence of the impossibility of the girl beinz 
his daughter The trouble that he had felt in the case was that if a 
man accused of incest ed to go into the witness-box and 
swear that a child was not his own, he might commonly be supported 
by his wife, and a great deal of incest would go unpunished. In those 
however, there would still be the protection of the rule that a 
parent might not zive evidence of infidelity committed during the mar 
riage to ba tardize the issue That, however, did not arise in the pre 
The question for the jury was whether the girl was the 
daughter of the accused by blk gotten by before 
marriage If they were satisfied that she was not his daughter in the 
indicated, it was their duty to find the accused Not Guilty 
ind the accused Not Guilty ind he was d scharged 


whoever 
marriage 


jury might find 


were t » be allow 
Cases 


Sent case 

od or was be another 

sense 
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Legal News. 


Information Required. 


FRANCE-HAYHURST (OR CLOETE).—Will Wanted.—Any 
made or having knowledge of the will of Mrs. Renee 
France-Hayhurst, the wife of Captain William 
Hosken France-Hayhurst, of Bostock Hall, Middlewich, Cheshire (neé 
Cloete), who died in May last, is requested to communicate with Ather 
ton Powys, 6, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 2 


solicitor having 
Elizabeth Maynard 





General. 

On Monday in the Probate. Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 206 
decrees nisi in matrimonial suits were made absolute by Mr. Justice 
Coleridge 

Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence, head of the governing body, distri 


buted the prizes al Malvern College last Saturday 





VALUATIONS 


CARRINGTON &Co. 
Court Jewellers. 


130, REGENT STREET. 
LONDON, W.1. 
are prepared to undertake 
Valuations for Probate, 
Insurance « Family Division. 


EXPERTS WILL BE SENT 
ANY DISTANCE. 
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There are 104 persons for trial at the June Sessions of the Centra! 
Criminal Court, which were opened by the Lord Mayor at the Old 
Bailey on Tuesday An unusual feature in the calendar is a charge 
of « ompounding a felony by alleged agreeing for gain to refrain from 
prosecuting. Twenty-seven pefsons are accused of bigamy. 


It is stated that Lincoln's Inn, at a full Bench Council, have decided 
against parting with the Erskine Statue, which was entrusted to it 100 
years ago as the Inn of the Chancellor and members of his family The 
proposal was that the statue of Lord Erskine, now in Lincoln’s Inn 
Library, should be presented by the Inn to the Royal Courts of Justice, 
so that it might be seen more easily by the public. 


The following letter from ‘‘ Dick Steele "' appeared in the Times of 
21st June ‘In an interesting account which appeared in a recent 
issue of your paper of the visit of members of the Selborne Society 
and others to the grave of Joseph Addison in Westminster Abbey refer 
ence was made to the fact that ‘the inevitable Australian soldier ” 
vas amongst those who paid homage to the memory of gentle Mr 
Spectator. Perhaps it may be ot interest to some of your readers to 
know that the eldest collateral descendant and heir-at-law of the poet- 
essayist (there being no descendants in the direct line after the decease 
of Joseph Addison's only daughter) was Mr. Glentworth Addison, for 
many years senior metropolitan stipendiary magistrate in Sydney, 
New South Wales, 
magisterial bench in Australia This Mr. Addison, like his father, 
the late Colonel Addison, and his younger brother, the late Judge John 
Addison, K.C., possessed considerable literary ability, and was the 
close friend of the well-known Australian novelist “ Rolf Boldrewood.” 
At least eight of Mr. Glentworth Addison's sons and grandsons volun- 
teered for active service in the Australian Imperial Force soon after the 
outbreak of war, and took part in hostilities in Gallipoli, Pglestine, 
and France, and some of this family have either visited or are visiting 
England. It is therefore more than probable that one of this ficht- 
ing band was the ‘ inevitable Australian soldier ” referred to.”’ 


The claim of women to a share in the administration of the law was 
the subject of a unanimous demand at the annual meetings of the 
National Council of Women of Great Britain and Ireland at Leicester 
on Wednesday. The resolution which was passed called on the 
Government for immediate legislation permitting the wives of men 
qualified to sit on juries and women so qualified in their own right to 
serve on grand, special, and common women’s juries. There was a fur- 
ther demand that women, if otherwise qualified, should be made eligible 
to act as justices of the peace. Mrs. Arthur Hutchinson, supporting 
the resolution, said that they wanted a feminine atmosphere in the 
They wanted a maternal spirit for the benefit of the children 
\ satisfactory court for children had yet to be evolved. Women were 
necessary to protect the children. She had heard of a little girl of 
eight cross-examined for ant hour and twenty minutes. Women were 
needed to interpose in a case like that. Women could understand the 
psycholog¥ of The child mind in a way in which many of those middle 
aged and elderly magistrates could not. In a recent case the combined 
magistrates who were trying a case in which a girl was 
to over 500 years. They wanted youth on the Benc! 
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ages of seven 
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The partnership between E. Fergusson Taylor and F. H. Melhuish, 
carrying cn busihess as auctioneers at New Barnet, has been dissolved 
The -. - will be carried on in future by Mr. F. H. Melhuish under 
the ‘style of Fergusson, Taylor & Melhuish. Their London offices 
are at 3, Budge-row ,E.C., and they are opening a branch office at 9, 














High-street, Barnet, and hope shortly to reopen their offices at Potters 
tar, which have been closed during the war. 

Epwin Fox, Burnetr & Bappetey sold the following pro- 
perties at Winchester House, Old Broad-street, E.C., on 25th June 
57 and 58, Lombard-street, and 12, George-yard, sold for £98,000; 
ll, George-yard, £20,000; 7 and 8, George-yard, £38.000; 9 and 10, 
George-yard, not sold; also freehold premises, 20 and 20a, Baker’s-row, 
City of London, sold for £2,000. 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 







EMERGENCY APPEAL ae Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. ROTA. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday June 30 Mr. Borrer Mr. Ploxam Mr. Joly Mr. Synge 
Tuesday July 1 Goldschmidt Borrer Synge Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 2 Leach Goldschmidt Bloram Borret 
Thursday .... 3 Church Leach Borr Goldschmidt 
DEE seccseee. © Farmer Charch Goldschmidt Leach 
Saturday 5 Jolly Farmer Leach Charch 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.(. 
Date, ASTBURY YouncEr, ERSON. LAWRENCE 
Monday June 30 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday July 1 Jolly Farmer Chureh Leach 
Wednesday.... 2 Synge Jolly Farmer Charch 
7 el ‘ 3 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farme: 
Friday . ieee & Borrer Blozam 5 ny Jolly 
Saturday .. ness 3 Goldsch midt Borrer lexam Synge 


and often referred to as the Grand Old Man of the - 
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Windiny-up Notices. 


COMPANIES 


CHANCERY 


JOINT S8TOCE 
LIMITED IN 


London Gazette. —Frivay, June 2 
Cestcry Press, Lrp.—Creditors are required. on or before July 14, to send their 
names and eddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
Hyma Moon, Old Serjeant’s-inn, 5, Chancery-la., liquidat 
Leicester Fosse Foorsait res Co., Lrp I~ Votuntarny LiquipaTion Creditors 
required, on or before July 26, to send their nemes and addresses, and the 
urticulars of their debts and claime, to Mr. John F. Bea 10, Pocklington's 
Ik, Leicester, liquidator 
New Oxypot Proptcts, Lrp.—Creditors are reau | w before July 26, to send 
) their names and addresses, and particula ft t ms, to W 
Stepney Rawson, 23. Fitzroy-sq liquidator 
Sream Ovrrre Coat anno Ice Co Lt I~ VoOLcnTary ION Credit ar 
quired, on or befor July 26. to send their names j lresse and the | 
l ment-st 


ulars of their debt r chain te M F. Fa Bat hmbrs., Parl 
1, liquidat 


H 





\ aspen Sco ! Iv Vo TA LIgripaTION (reditore a t n 
fore July 31, to send t nan addresses, and the particulars of their 
ebts or clain to Jar Arthu t \ ngton Mills, Wade-st Halifex 
liquidator 
Hropersrisi.p COoNSERVATIY Cire Co | Ix Vouont t LIQUIDATION 
Creditors are required, on or bef J 12, ¢t nd in their names and ad 
dresses, and the particulare of their debts or claims, to Alfred Ernest Kilner, 8 
farket-pl Huddersfield, liquidator 
Swivsra Steamers, Ltp.—Creditors a reqt n or July 12, to send their 
names and addresses nd the particulars of their r claims, to Jn 
lliams and Frank ( Bevan oe joint liquidators Gloucester House 


Svane 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette Fripay, June 20 
‘ Ltd Hinel Coffee and ¢ » House ( 
Cor Temperance Syndicat Ltd Ltd 
P.L.. Poblishing Co., Ltd Idle Worsted Mill ¢ Lta 
Barway Press, Ltd Preston and District Hid Skin, Fat 
Alexander Scott, Ltd ind Wool Market ¢ Ltd 
Copland & Clare Laundries, Ltd East Grinstead Mineral Water ¢ Ltd 
West End Mills Co. (Bradford), Ltd Bruntons (Sadbury Ltd 
Rapidol, Ltd. Alliance Box Ceo., Ltd 
J. & E. Lichtenstein, Ltd Cam and Motor Gold Mining ( Ltd 
Hay Gold Mining Co., Ltd Niutional Reserve Club (Aull) ¢ Ltd 
Westinghouse Metal Filament Lamp ¢ Commercial Concerns, Ltd. 
Ltd. Eneryl, Lt 
Regulus Metal and Plumbing Co., Ltd Maemillan & Arthur, Ltd 
W. H. Manley & Co., Ltd Messina Copper Extensions, Ltd 
Londo Gazette.—Trcrspar, June 24 
Uxbridge Cotton Mills, Ltd Petrol Users und Traders Sup] 
Compagnie Australienne Bélge, Ltd Society, Ltd 
Barnard’s Theatre Roval, Woolwich, Ltd. Richmond Cafés, Ltd 
English Peat Moss Litter Manufacturing Iken & Ellis, Ltd 
Co., Ltd. National Industrial Exhibitions and 
London and New York Vaudeville Ex Amusements, Ltd 
Ltd. Wohle Mineral Oil Produets (1910), Ltd 
Canadian P. J. Mitchell Ce Ltd Canton (Cardiff) Coliseum Cs Ltd 
Williams & Hardisty, Ltd. Amalgamated Foundries, Ltd 
Central Picture Theatre nd Café John 8S. Booth & Sons, Ltd 
Hull), Ltd. British Shipmasters’ and Officers’ Pre 
Maison Crozet, Ltd. tection Society 
Messina Copper Extensioins, Ltd 
Creditors’ Notices 
reditors INotices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or CLatm 
London Gazette.—FRripay, June 13 
Askew, Cravor Artacr Cary Botches,"’ Wivelefield Green, Sussex, Author 
duly 16 Ackew v. Sommerville and Others. Sargant, J Frederick Walter 
Atkey, 9, Sackville-st., Piccadilly. 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap 35 


Last Day or Ciarm 
London Gazette.—Fripar, June 13 
Apkins, Jonn James, St. Albans. July 18. Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury. 
Bracian, Jounx, Broughton, Lines, Farmer. July 3. Hayes & Fox, Brigg 
Boutrer, Catnerine, Ashley, Staffs. June 30. Onions & Davies, Market Drayton 
CasttemaN, Heres, Haslemere, Surrey. July 15. R. Henry Mellersh, Godalming 
Surrey. 
Cockts, Tom Atsert, Bridlington July 14 Armitage, Sykes & Hinchcliffe 
Huddersfield. 
Covsens, Ditwrn Jonx, Wanstead. July 11 Preston & Foster, Charing Cross 
Crvre, Harrierre Francess, Liverpool July 11 Norton, Clare, Higgins & 
Hagger, Liverpool 
Four, ANN, Ramagat« July 23. K. & W. Daniel, Ramsgate 


Girnornr-Harpy, Hon. Cuarntes Gatnorne, Lennox-gdns. July 22. Evane, Wadham 
& Co., 2, Gray's Inn-«q 
Griney, Atsert Epwarp, Barton-on-Humber 


GurmMany, Groners, Paris. July 10. Tatham & 


Bremridge & Luke, Exeter 


Old Broad-st 


July 12 
Lousada, 16, 


Har, Cuantes Joux, Grimsby, Clerk. Aug. 1. Bates & Mountain, Grimsby 

Heruenineton, Jonn Witt1aM, Liverpool. July 15. Gill, Archer, Maples & Dun 
Liverpool. 

Irwin, Exttza, Ramsgate. July 31. Cape & 4 Queen Anne'e-chmbrs., Weet 
minster. 

Joussox, Emma, Hatfield, near Doncaster. July 5. Robert Hudson, Doncaster 

Karr, Saran, Cleckheaton, Yorks. June 30. Albert V. Hammond, Bradford 


Messer, Joacnim. Highbury New-park, Islington, Costumier. July 30. H. B. Wed 
lake, Saint & Co., Bank-chmbrs., Finebury Park. 

Nevitt, Mrva Eveanor, Cintra, Portugal. July 26. Theodore Goddard & Co., 10, 
Serjeants’-inn, Temple. 

Prerre, Cectt Marr Fertr, Fairfield-rd., Croydon 


Callapd, 3, St, James's-st 


July 30. Richardeon, Sadlers & 
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mA Samet Henry Coartes, Searles.nd., New Kent rd. J » H. B. Wed 
< tad lank-chim/r } i Part 
s y R Hon. MABEL SwUsAn Baroness, W flekd Ju 2 G M 
Scnor Samer Sta ricdg Cheet Iron M t Ju le 1. W. Simister, 
~t r 
SrexTrow Jonny. A vile Sussex J is Holmes, Beldam & 4 Arundel 
Sia \LrRep ve ‘ mist } 7 Ww Bos Liverpool 
Suveroox. Freprnick Henarer. Live 8 t Ma July 1 Norton, Clare 
H ne & H Liver 
Suir yHN SAA ' vor, Her Forn J 12 H. Vernon Smith 
s I \ at B \ : } I I Henry King 10, Iron 
’ r . 
s rr Row Br ,) . July 12. Bernard 4M. Richardeon, Brig 
Yoru 
Tex Epwarp, Ma t \ 7 Pennington & H Liverpool 
HOM iM \ r a Mir Engineer \u 2 Kensholes & 
I \ r r 
Te ) JASON Euiza Jan Hreapeoty, Horw July 12. J. J. Dixon 
xt § Win r ‘ r 
line Jemima, Ene Volverha t J HN. Glaisy Porter & Mason, Bir 
n h 
VALE Cartstornen Hexny, Mane ret. M ter Pianoforte Repairer 
>? B Roche & Fette 6 a Portman-st., Portman-sq 
I ( t rvespat J 17 
({peock, Joun, N j ) J. & A. Bright, Nottingham 
Bane WitLtam. Seven Sieter ! Fir r Park J 2 Kdward W. Bone, § 
F reds pl 
Banks, Witttam Witpe, Sheff el Viet ler July 1 James |} Wing 
Sheffield 
Beacmwostr. Deowu Joun, I Valette de Ba Sark, { innel Islands July 18 Ellis 
Peirs & 4 17, Albemurle-st j 
Bevcne Henesert Groner, Oxford Ar 1 Henr F. Galpin, Oxford 
Bowrs Ann. Great Yarn ¢ June 30 Burton & Sor Great Yarmouth 
Braco, Giraert Jouwn, Ide, Devon, Farm July 12 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 
Brooxsaixnk. Ricnary. H ’ Grocer Iulw 21 John R. Farrar, Halifax 
COLCHEST# Reeixatp Cwinues Eowanrp Raron Forest Row Sussex July i 
W ithers tensons, Birkett & Dav #. Ar lel «t Strand 
RAIGIE Lizerts. Sedbere Yorks 4 2s FitaHuch Woolley taines & 
Wooll 3 ton fl 
Davies, Groner, Abergavenn Tuly 2. Gabb & Walford, Abergavenny 
Grocax. ANN. EFaton-ris ilin July 28 4. Rogers Ford. Weeton- super-Mar A 
Gveaenent, Ettza, Bemert at Barnebury July 30. H. B. Wedlak Saint & ¢ 
Bankchmbrs., Finsbury Fark ‘ 
Harnpaxern, James, Kingst spon-Hull, Removal Contractor July le Ge ~ i 
Williamson, Hull 
Hanoy, Emir, Clevo Ss rect July 19. O'Donoghue & Forbes, Bristol 
Hits Ricmanp Fraxk, Huretwokd, Sussex July 18. 8. F. Thompson, Middles } 
rough ! 
Hixson, Canotrse, Bognor Au 2. Lowndes & Son, 15, George st., Mansion q 
Houmes, Fraeces Axw, Gresford, Denbigh Aug. 1 Ino. Quinn Monkhouse, 


Dixon & Quinn, Liverpool 

Honrxretow, Agrave Epomuenn, Glenlech rd Haverstook Hill July 21 Wright, 
Haseal] & Co., Leamington 

Hrenrs, Herefer. Swinton, near Rotherhon Sulv 17 y W.& A. E. Hattersley, 
Mexborough 

Kemp, EMILr Foiton nder-Edge, Glos. Aug. 2. Broad & Lewie, Bristol 

KiLeorn, Freptrick, Prince ’ er., Kensington. July 14. Speechly, Mum- 
ford & Craig, 10. New-sq., Lincoln's Ino 

Larne, Eniza, Adelaiderd., Haverstock Hill July 21. Meynell & Pemberton, 3 
Old Queen-st., Weetminster 

Vawury, Harotn Barowis. Worthi: July 12. J. W. Parker, Worthine 

VMirLes "MARIANNE Boscombe, Hants J 2%. Wood. Nach, Hewett & Riddett, 
Raymond-bldes., Gray's Inn 5 

NFrepeam toxwatp Attrorr, Bangor Tune 30. Carter, Vinoent & Co., Bangor, N ’ 
Wale 

ParTer hm Witstam Topp, Kingsland, Hackney, Dentist July 19. W. H. Court & 
Sor 11, Picoadilly 

Pearson, Mary Aww, Princes End, Tipton Juiv 17. QOharles Round, Tipton 

Penny, James, Enfield. Aug. 31. Proudfoot & Chaplin, 5 Verulam -bidgs., Gray'e 
Inn 

Partires. Many ANN, Buckhurst Hill, Essex July 10. Vincent St. Lawrence, 
Monnt-av Faling 

Suieain Lave Vierort, Abereorn-pl St. John’« Wood. July 18. Edward P 
Davie, 47. Albemorle-st : 

Scott. Rey. ALEXawpen Groner. Lowestoft. July 30. F. & A.C. Smith Bungay 

Scovent. Epuenp Jonny, Folkeston July 22. Rawle, Johnstone & Co. 1, Bed 
ford-rew 

PES... iheusee. S-uthampton, Up leterer Aug 4 Waller & Thornhack 
Southampton : , 

Pestor > Priend & Tarbet Txeter 
Suita. Anw. F t July 2 Fe Ae - a» & Comminns, tie 


THomesos, Gorvow Tomas, 


NPY 


Tore. Sy Savers. Her 
& Co.. 53. Gresham-! 

Tensriis Hanny Kwowtes 
Son. 5, Grav'« Inn-sq 

Torser. Hexey Fownes, F 
Miller, 12, Savile-row 


GAM, MAYNE, Seoretary. 
j , Wawa B <7 . Ss . ’ Oldbury, near 
B n 
| o OTH) n 2 I Lamartin Yates, #0 





e-lane. Rrietle Merchant 
we, Old Brond-e«t 

Havmarket, RBorristerat-Law 
Accountant 


artered 


sam, 


ily 18. Morley, Shirreff 
July 17. Ridsdale & 
July 31. Taverner B 
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London Gazette Bras, Atrrep, Mortomley, near Sheffield. July 5. Oxley & Coward, Rother 
5 rae Bevan, Mixa Agnes, Cleveden, Auckland, New Zealand. Aug. 10. Rye & Eyr 
ApaMs, Groner, Aylesburs ootn July If Wil & 8 ‘ bt Golden-sq 
ANDREWS, Faeancis WILLIAM encesté ir t July 2 illines AV “ ven, Georor Heraert, Claren Gate-gdns Regent's-pk ‘lannel Manufa 
Cirencester Ju ”. Biddle, Thorne, Welsford & Geit, 22, Aldermanbury 
Banks, Lattice, Wednesfield r ' vron, Wolverhampton cekrriper. Lieutenant Wattrr Henry, Nunhe Aug. 30. J. B. R 
’ } 1 | r : 4 , our Basing hall-st 
oes, hm, | " rre July ‘ enite s, King & Gr Beextanp, ApbeLine, Windsor. July 12. Phillips & Randle Ford, Windsor. Cas 
BecKey, Rona Liver ily uglas - hy of Lancaster Offi Cockxcrorr. Surrn. Castleton, Lancaster. July 21. J. Andrew Orrell, Man Da’ 
Benesrorp, Witt WARREN De LA Porn gt j ene : . ConYNGaAM, Most Honourable Vicror Groror Henny Francis Marquise, Cant 
Gerald & t shall, 10, New-s Sept. 30. Saltwell & Co., 1, Stone-bidgs Ha 
Bioes, Jou~n c rh . war inuf urer. Ju imber rook, Josern Cuartes, Heaton Moor, Lancaster. Aug. 5. Robert Scholes ; 
B Howlat pe & Ce id Jewry Manchester Mu 
BLackBOURN iti or : ey 4 ’ eldor 3 0 . Cowp, Etiza Jaye, Birmingham July 31 Shorthouse Bowen & Co., Birmir 
Boorn, Avo URTON y mM wks. wJUly son ¢ Lo, | Danwent, Frepericx, Stamford-hill. July 31. Kimber, Bull, Howland, Clapy« : Po 
High Holb« 6, Old Jewry 
Baapury, Geo I ] ‘ rate J nnings é r 9, Leaden DAVIDSON Anprew, Heaton Mersey, Lancaster @. § obe Be es & Ta 
hall-st Manchester 
Baixey, James, Ke y mberw Jul As ire < Gevs, Leonarp pe, Chertsey, Surrey, Merchant. ig Boulton, 8 = 
man, 214, Northampton-sq. . 
CLAPP, BAMUED Dre, Wittram Parker, Norwich. July 25. Francis & Back, Norwich 
CONSTANTINIDES, Jous, Earlsthorpe-rd.. Sydenham Aug. 1 Arkeoll, Cockell & had wick, Ke: 
Basinghall lev-st , 
Cooren, WALTER ul ifoll , . 4 ye i « : KEI r James, West Didsbury, Manchester, Timber Merchent July 5 
Stowmarket be & Smith, Manchester 
Eppr, James, Robor , mor - ‘ onsten, Cartota Maria, Rege Park-rd. July 21. Vallance & Vallar 
mouth Fgsex-st, 
Epes, Mrs. Lita Many, Carlisle-pl : ; sown erjeants Gattaener, Etrtza. Northwich. Chester. July 21. Batesons, Warr & Win AR 
inn Liverpool : Wa 
Fawcertt, Biancne, G Garwert, Grorae, Hove. July 23. Cockburn, Gostling & Cockburn, Bright 
( i1, Lombard : Graeexsaton, Wifttam THomas, Pendleton, Salford, Bookkeeper. July 31. Bin 
Fenn, Jane, Guildford. July é r uidton : : : Hall & Ritchie, Manchester 
Fisaer, Lovis Wattrr er Phill < ensin vu ‘ ‘ Herrster, Water Aterep, Salisbury. Aug. 5 ‘ladgate & Co., 19, Pall-mall 
Arthur Marehall, 10 . ' ' } aa ¥ uly 2 Ratcliffe & Co., Bradf 
Frercuer, Groror, Cambridg d lison ¢ Hixcactiver, Exuetixe, Bramhope, Yorks. July 24 ateli ‘ . if 
Fox, Wittiam Parker, Shef ] r " ‘ r é 4 effiek Houtaxp, Emity, Linchmere, Sussex. July 31 John Pitfield, Petworth 
Gassatr, Jonn Tomas, Walton, I ve I Jex~rson, James Leonarp, Wincle, near Macclesfield. July 25. Hall & ¢ 
Goopcnitp, Caantes, Ebury-bid . 16 a, ' : eld-rd., hester Bru 
Streatham Lawscnoorey, Emity Van, Canonbury-pk July 24 Rexworthy, Barnard & Bons 
Grauam, Mre. Wary Jessie ithfield-gdns erry ] Jt er ‘ #/91, Queen-st 
Langdale, Atlantic H bor vd VERT Wattrer, Manchester. Aug. 1. Briggs & Whitworth, Manchester Cua: 
Greenuaton, Berry, Ol : ly 3 I ‘ r Idham . rHomas, Arlington-gdns., Chiswick-pk July 24. J. D. Langton I 
QGnreoson, VMarournite Jeanne , l Lancaster t 2, Paper-bldgs Tempk Hoi 
Harnes, Henzery, Handsewort! I r ’ July 2 | Birmingham gtenTON, Wary. Bollington. Chester Aug. 5 Robert Scholes & Co., Man 
Horie, Hannag. Bury Ju tol chester ima. Sir Bertram Lewis, Palace Houses, Bayswater July 26 Ashurst, Morris Ki 
Hunt. Fanest Henry, Le ’ t Ji ean 1 Crisp & Co., 17, Throgmorton-av 
Jevrnies, Axx, Wallington irre t Martin & . ¢ on Lock woop, Henry Boreav, Regent's Park-rd. July 23. Budd, Brodie & Hart Mer 
monger-in Bedford-row 
Kay, Epwarp, Sheffield i } lands arke field VManrox, Hasxnan, Salford. July 5. Lee, Seott & Start, Manchester Ros: 
Kinonam, Jowsx, Ayk ' . \ na 4 Avieshbury Moreax, THomas, Liverpool. July 23. Geo. Hime, Liverpool | 
Kiner, Wittiam ARTHUR tor t ‘ i July 21 e-ennings ¢ Movispate, Rosert Epowerps, Colwyn Bay, Dent gy hshire Sept. 1 Ros: 
Son, 69, Leadenha ( wyn Bay ‘ 
Kerismax, Paicie, St mes’-mn ‘ l t i] Anning ¢ 7 Mvcrruy, ANN. Neweastle-st., Cubitt Town. July 23. Hulbert, 4 we 1 Scu) 
Chealy Ie 4 Sroad-at kdgs 
Lapp, Lewis, Newpor nbre *h Davies & Evans, ¢ dig New, Evizasera, Kensington-gdns.-sq. July 19 tooke & Sons, 45 
Laxp. Joserun Jonsx rwiecl t . Kent, Norwich flelde 
Lanrean. Emity Mary IZABETH ly 2 Geo. W. Bower, 25 ‘ Norton. Grorar Henry, Handsworth, Birmingham. Aug. 16. Sh us ; Am 
Leake, Ernitc Giisert, Ha Che July wl, Hawkin Pimblot ( tirmingham 
& Chapman, Mancheste ‘ Carnotine Latimer, [verna-ct., Kensington July 31 Saxton & 8S 
Leake, Reasert Mepiery. Hak ‘ r ily ill. Hawkins lot? ! Queen Victoria-st Myr 
& Chapman, Manch: Paripen, Mary Jane, Manchester Aug. 5. Roberts Scholes & 0., Manchest 
Lette, Atrrepo Pinto, Lavend: Ins | " July 26 eymour i Penpiescry, Jon~ Atxswortn, Elton, Bury, Lanes. July 25. C. H. Pi 
14, Queen-et Radcliffe, Lanes 
Letasuiper, Sir Rorrr. Exbou July Hunter & Haynes, 9 W -s¢ Pexnit, Rosert Murray, Higher Broughton. July 25. Ernest T. Butlir 
Lorines, Wittmm, Putn ! Ju 2 L. Cardinall d st., hester Bis 
Holborn Ranoer, Miss Isaperta Coartorre, Newbury July @. Pitman & Bazett, New I 
McLean JOHN ALEXANDER slox m d d § E. Lamles she Ries, Lovie Apa, Port Elizabeth, Cape of Good Hope, South Africa 
bury Monier-Williams, Robinson & Milroy, 6 and 7. Great Tower-«t Cas 
Martin, Epwarp Tettenhall, near olverhampton, Watch Maker V 5 Rorsox, James, St. Annes-on-the-Sea. July 31. Lonsdale & Grey, St nes | 
Benjamin Hall, Wolverhampton the-Sea Hous 
Martin Lity Etrza ANNIP Boscom be u mouth. July 31 au ¢ Rowtinson, Jetta Mary, Birkdale. Aug. 18. Wilmot & Regd. Hodge South l 
Malim, Boscom) Rovur, Josern, Stockport, Paper Bag Manufacturer. Aug. 14. T. . R nd, Ku 
Parne, Jonny, Bradford June 30. V. Pay é ene Payne, hetl Manchester 
Bradford Saxpernson, Tuomas, Lemington. Aug. 1. C. H. Gibson, Newcastle 0 , Leap 
Pearson, Manton De Havrevitsr, Tunbridg ell d ‘ John B. é t Sr. Oswatp. Right. Honourable Rowtaxp Baron, Nostell Priory, Y« j Sl. 2 
chase, 14, Revent-st G. M. Saunders & Son, 8. Regent-st. j 
PENNY James Beerrox. Wellinet ] Settler. July 21. The » | Sueimrtox, Mary Rose, Oxford. Sept. 29. Thomas Mallam & Co., Oxford Merc 
Goddard & ¢ 10, Serjeans ’ Sovruworrs, Moses, Southport. July 1. Dickinson & Watson, Southport J 
Piesperterra. Jouyx, Levtonstone July rthur J. Speechly, 2, Basinghallet Stersensox, Henry Greorer, Manchester. July &%. March, Pearson & Akenhead, Tuac 
Revrow, Latra Josernine, Kensing July jerald & Arthur Marshal 19, Manchester 
New-eq Swarts, THomés Ricwarpson, 15, Pepys-rd.. New Cross. July 31. ¢ dloyd Jones, Ross 
Roser, Gronar PrRinot Godalming ‘ July 31. Capron & Sparkes 174, Blackfriars-rd 2 
Guildford Swinscow, [sasette Paicirrine, Tunbridge Welle Aug. 2. —— 
Rocevrrts, Artave Prestwich Henry Ashstead, Surrey Aug. 30. Vigord Lime-st — 
Oldham & (+ 51, Lineoln's inn-fields Temuece, Ann Hewtert, Groombridge, Sussex. Aug. 1. Ince, Ce I "0 
Rowe, Saman Jane Hastines Aug. 1 Chalinder, Herington & Pearch, Hastings St. Benet-chmbrs Fenchureh-st T 
Rivsseit, Maroaner Cray, Boscombe, Bournemouth. July ®. J. Evans Rains. 57 Tnorrr, Perern, Tykdesley. July 19. C. Maurice Taberner, Ty! 
Edith-rd, West Kensington hester : 
Scorr, Cuarturs Heraent, Gloucester. Consulting Engine July Tom«rnson, Harnotp Taorstosx, Birmingham, Bank Clerk. July 
Grimes, Gloucester Liverpool 
Srcnrece, KaTaanine Anne, Norwich ily 3 flake, Heseltine rild 4 omKivson, Racart,. Macclesfield July 12 Lee Seott & Start. Man 
4, Sarjeants’-inn Watmstey, Maroarner Any, Leeds. July 22. J. B. Brooke & Dyer, Lee« FI 
THomas, Groner Evwarp, Teddingt July laume & Sons, 9, Salishury-sq \V HITRREAD Josrrn Eldwick near Bingley, Yorks. July 2 vs nu 
Taomas, Jane Aberdare June 90 ‘ uce Nicholas & Porcher, Pont Bradford 
pridd Wieream, Rotann Lewis, Braunton, Devon. July 7. Dudley M 
aHomas, Witttam, Aberdare. Mining Eng ‘ June 30. Morgan, Bru licholas New-ct 
& Porcher, Pontypridd Wiipr, Henry, Alderley Edge, Cheshire ig. 2. Slater, Heelia, Cx 
THOMPSON Aurrep, Putney July @ frid Watkin, and 10. Railw & Anderson, Manchester 7 No 
approach, London-bdge Writtams, Mary Aww Hesten, Bitterne Park, Southampton. July 21 edwar : penne 
Vine, Mansnatt Geoner, Redhill July 21 Keen, Rogers & Co., 59, Carter-la Ensor, Southampton 
Warren, Many, Petersfield. July 17. Perey C. Burley. Petersfield 1ns0s, Avevstrs CHartes, Boscombe. July 24. Trevor C. Newman, 22 ith- TH 
Wratey-Parry.Pryse, Major Sir Epwanp Jonny, Gogerddan, Cardigan July 31 impton-st., Bloomsburs | 
Roberts & Evans, Aberystwyth Yates, Raves, Leigh, Lancs, Pork Butcher. July 9. Marsh, Son & Calvert, L<ig 
Warrier, Saran Jane, Swindon. July 1 Morrison & Masters, Swindon TH 
Witsow }eORGE dwik cheste July ’ J » de dicke ‘ ° . 
ee lancheater,  tNiCK: Manchester, July 20. J. Ogden Hardicker & Hanson,! YaLUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that al 
Renden Gecstle.-Pemmmet. Jens 0 Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro 
ALLISon, Artucr Witttam, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bank Clerk. Winter & Son, Hull pay © general bier’ 4 inadequately insured, and in case of loas 9 
Amos, Henny, Isle of Ely, Cambridge July 31 w & Sharman, March, Cambs. suffer according y- DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMIT . 
ANDREWS, StpNey Morrram, who died on Oct 918, in France, on active serv 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
x Aug 1 John J, Hammond, Salist ury chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
“ND.8.0. July 2, Hatchett, Jones, Biszood, Marshall & Thomas, 48, Marta, | Valuers, and will be glad to advice those desiring valuations for aay F 
BarturY, Zeurwa Maritva, Birmingham. July 35. Sydney Mitchell’ & Chattock.| Purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, 8 ol 


Birmingham, r speciality.—{ Apvt. 
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2 Oy Tek Tae ae in bee | a ee Gone ee ee Dear Jone 
Bankruptcy Notices. bldgs . .n yest ne a ee eon wea 5 pes Series ties Gocds Dealer. 
Tirrixe, THiRzs, Cambridge-ter., Hyde Park, Lodging June 24at U1. Off. Rec, 1, Berridge-st., Leicester. 


tte.—Tresmy, June 10 house Keeper. June & . Bankruptey-bidgs 
London Gaze S Carey et ‘ . Packuam, Leonanp, Manchester, Raincoat Manufacturer, 


ADJUDICATIONS. Warner, Josern, rslev ur | Nottinghem June 25 at 3. Off. Rew Byrom-«t., Manchester 
Farm La eT ine 2 + 12 Off. Re Nissans, CHanies Lexcy Eexest Antuce, Ipswich, Corn 
CasKrn James Epear, Woolwicl Luton Pet Castle-pl, , gh Couandiler June 25 at 12. Off. Ree., 36, Princes- 
April 3. Ord. June 5. Wist, Reerratp P tis } te . t., Ipswich 
Davies, FRANK Mawson, Small Dols as ar Bright yn Engineer Ju at , bn . ‘ Rosixsoxn. Crarntrs | Farringdon et Betting Maa. 
Farmer. High Court. Pet» April 7. Ord. June 4 key-t J Mat ll. Bankruptey-bidge., Carey-st 
Hawkins, Hamer, Exeter, Cattle Dealer. Exeter. Pet 
June 6.. Ord June 6. Wanecertoxn, Frevrrnick Witttam, Vietoria-st. June 36 
Katie, Quex-rd., Kilburn ou et ADJUDICATIONS . at 11.30. Bankrupt bkigs., Carey st 
April 14. Ord. June 4 7 
Poi Hersert Epwis, Lowestoft lie lerk : _ Harry Groner, Lewes ADJUDICATIONS 
Great Yarmouth. Pet. June 7 7 Ord. Jane 7 Vittiam, South Shields, Canfectionear. New 
THomrson, JAMES, Lingham-st , ell y Hoven Joux, Loughborou D ‘ cast I wme Pet. June 12. Ord. June 19 
Dealer. Wandsworth. Pet. June 5 June 5 Pet. May 2. Ord. Ju 
Jacoss, Herserr Mavcrice 
pu ss Mus Hall Agent H ‘ ; 
May Ord. June 11 Dawson traep JON, Bishopston, Bristol, Commer 
Srvart, Lioyp Duprey, Ame sa linories celal Traveller Brietol Pet. June 19 Ord. 
hant High Court I’ ‘ r Jur June 14 








lentre, Glam., Collier Pontypridd 
13. Ord. June 13 


¢ nhl 


lad Notice substituted for tl 
London Gasette of th 


re, Frepericx, Bishopsgate High 
lar. 2. Ord. May 
~, THomwas Josrra, Loughborough park, Briz 
' . . ! Mus Hall Artist« Hiwh Cour let. June 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED ADJUDICATION Lb! 13. Ord. June 13 
Farrow, Mavcp ANNIE Seacraft Skew nese Boston. 
ril ll Ord. June 13 


+ 


Le Groner Barwell Le er. Lei t BiansHirp, Tomas, York 
iju. July 14, 1917 Annul. June 5, 1919 1918 Annul. June 10 
rton, Georer Hersertr, Nottingham. Warechous » Marnsonre soars, Grosvenor rd Hivh Court 
in, Nottinghum. Adju. April 23, 1912 Annu » May & Ord. June 12 
ine 5, 1919. ndon Gazette TUESDAY } * 
"e Epoan James, Leicester, Fancy Gordes Dealer. 
‘. ster * June 2 « June : 
RECEIVING ORDERS La Pet. use MS, Unt. ones & 
Kircutne, Jon~ Tromas, Heivghingtan, Durham, Small- 
—— . LeaG, Wr41 South § ‘ fect r ‘ wider. Stookton-m-Te ret June 13 Ord. 
RECEIVING ORDERS PO Se ane Doane os —— ale, ’ = 


ypol \ 
Davies, Danigs, Pentre 
Pet. June 13. Ord 


London Gazette.—-Frivay, June 13 


Peace, Atfarno, Budge-row, Ladies’ Neckwear Manufae 


Biuixe, Dupiey F., Great Chapel et Oxford-st 
turer Hivh Court Pet. May 14. Ord. June 12. 


org A - ~ ~ plies migh Court Pet. April 3 Dawson, Alrrep JOHN, Ops I 

wine, Mee sinl elk risto "et. Jur ; re te TER ortmadoc, Timl Merchant. Port 
Cuncarty, Lord, Cadogan-gdns Hig! rurt ‘ 13 Fraveller. Sristol moi mount - : a - + A ". ; 2. 4 aa iota z 

May 27. Ord. June 10 a > ¥ : on : 


. , ,DWARDS uM Josrera < 
Ho_mwoop, Eteanoke, Great Portland-st E THOMAS rH, | 


M Hall Artist Snintv, Geornow Farntame, Sunderland, Grocer Sua 
Fet. May 2. Ord. June 11 oe toe derland. Pet. June 6. Ord. June 6 . 
ce pre og r¢ 7} ourt P a i hele ot tating ouse 
—s~_ Lord, Cadogangdne. High Court. Pet Buwe, Buosn James, Leicester, Fas —s le SKEATS, Witttam Teomas, Aldersh Ea a Ma * 
lay 27. Ord. June 10 a rat ae hon ae ie. 2 - Proprietor. Guildford and Godalming et une 
Mercen, A. J., Knowle-rd., Brixton, Head Waiter : —_ oo ees ~ 14. Ord. June 14 
High Court. Pet. May 19. Ord. June Il a — 2 eg — 1 a erg ie nal’ | Wise, Reotnarpy Ricnuarp, Chureh-st., Notting Hill 
Roserts, Pierce, Portmadoc, Timber Merchant. Port- 5 Se 13 or a ee . » aaa gate. Motor Engineer. High Court. Pet. May 10. 
n » Pet. May 30. ¢ June I ne gage June 13 
a, 4,7... oh Oxford Py is r. H Rissans, Caanies Lercy Etnest Attuur, Ipewi Ord ne | 
- -* 2” ene” tee - + Chandler. Ipswich. Pet. May 31. Ord 
Court. Pet. May 17. Ord. June 6 . : : ’ , 
. - ti don-at tting rn mdon Gazette.—¥atpar, June 20 
Scumip, HERMANN, St. George's-av., Aldermanbury —— o a © , = ae ; Ord — | u . rts 
Merchant High Court Pet. June 11 SHIELD "Grone e Faintame ’ Buad rland, Gr RECEIVING ORDERS 
June - . ° ” “ge 
derland. Pet. June 6. Ord. June 6 CamPeris r Joux J. B. 8 St. James’-st High 
SHILLINGFoRD, Henry Banrtiett, Golear, ne Hudders ‘ ; Pet. Jan. 1. Ord. June 1? 
ficld, Medical Practitioner Huddersfield Pet 
June 2. Ord. June 13 Cove, Freverntck Sipxey, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
: . s ersh ting-house Pro. | bourse nol ret. J & Ord. June 18 
Mrs, Isaac, Minories, Ladice’ Tailor, High Court Sxeats, W HLLIAM — ee ’ y ing “a P Labourer. I Pet une 1 r un 
Pet., May 9, 1917. Ord. May 18, 1917 W prietor _ ~~ _ \ npn Wc tae Crosstaxp, Wittmm Hewry, Ansdell, Lytham, Lance, 
ARBURTON, REDERICK ILLIAM, ctoria-s gh Blackpool Pet. May 24. Ord. June 17 
‘ Pet. Dec. LI. Ord. June 12 | : . 
FIRST MEETINGS ‘ ts, Sameer, Kennington-rd., Company Promoter Lyrxo, Wittram, Peall-mall, High Court. Pet. Apr, IV. 
. yurt. Pet. March 31. Ord. June 6 Ord. June 18 
ING, Duptry F., Great Chapelet., Oxford-st Woovrow, Jonn Spence SHPaReI Swinefleet near 
Dealer in Motor Cars. June 23 at ll. Bankruptcy Goole, Veterinary Surgeon. Wakefield. Pet. Ma 
idgs., Carey-et 26. Ord. June WZ 
Ciancanty, Lord, Cadogan-gdas. June 23 at | Raven ALBERT Ballards-la Finchley Company 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st Director Barnet. Pet. May 16. Ord. June 13 
Ho.mwoop, Eteanore, Great Portland-st. June 23 a FIRST MEETINGS 
12. Bankruptcy-bldge., Carey-st 
Kitconnett, Lord, Onsdogan-gdns. June 24 2 Cook, H., Gosp rt, Hants, J i 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st at 12. Off. Re Cambri« ! rts Warren onus Artucr Shipley, Commission Agent. 
Leapseater, Tom, Harrogate Company Promoter. Jur mouth Bradford ot. May 2. Ord. June 18 
244 at 3.30. Bankruptcy Office, Duncom et. ae entre, + oe Norfolk, Publican Norwich 
J.. Knowle-rd., Brixton, Head Waiter Catherine-st Pontypridd 1. June 16 
ine it LI Bankrupt bldge., Carey-st Epwarps, THomas Josern, | l r } ark x . . t 8 tituted for that published in the 
Tiace, A., Budge-row, Ladies’ Neckwear Manufacturer ton, Music Hall Artist« Jur 7 a 2 | ndon Garette of Jue 13, 1919 
June 2 at 11.30. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st ruptey-bldgs., Carey-st ; ; W 
Rosen, Harry, Sedley-pl., Oxford-et., Costumier. Jun Houtaxp, Stpxry, Bramhall, Cheshire . + = } Ki ow rd hy ~g < aiter. 
7 at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st Off. Ree.. Bvrom-st.. Manchester urt. Pe May | ra. oun 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
London Gatette of May 2 


Newmas. Taropnore Frank, Anerley. Croydon Pet. 
May 26. Ord. June 17 


Rextox, Pencivat, Stamford Brook-rd Bedford pk. 
Brentford Pet. May 21. Ord. June 17 


pl 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to bouseholderr, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cl f Inserti in Lease nd Mortgages of 
l N S U R AN Cc E. | ieatand Wenhaitin ote te ‘Counsel, {will te pod on application. 


For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED Amended Notice substituted for that published in| Wicarss, Sauce, Kennington-rd., Company Promoter 
the London Gazette of June 19. July 1 at 12. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 

Satton, Isaac Myers, Minories, Ledies’ Tailor. Hich 

Court Pet. May 9. Ord. June 15 ADJUDICATIONS 


Hoox, Pirct Epwanp Groner, Reigrave-rd., Builder 
High Court. Ord. Mar. 27. Rese. May 31 


FIRST MEETINGS ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED AscHeNGnat, Avotrs, Torrington-sq., Russ 
Jeweller. High Court. Pet. May 2. Ord. Ju 

Coox, H.. Gosport, Job Goods Dealer. Porten 
Pet. May 2 Ord. Jane 18 


Camrpatit, Sir Jonus J. B.S St. Jame ‘ Dessorover Jou~ Rosrerer Sprowston, Norwich 
12. Bankrupt bid Carey-st Pablican, Norwich Adjod. Mar. 15, 1918 Annul. 

Ctreo, Wiitiam, South Shiekl«, Wholesal June 18, 1919 é 
July 1 et 11. Count Court. Westrate-rc pase Purssaxts. Wutus Hoves Norwich, Cycle Maker LeaD@RaTER Tom, Harrogate, Company Promoter 
castle-upon-Tyne : ich Adjud. June 28. 1900 Annul. June 18 Pet. April 3. Ord. June DW. 





Kitcarys, Jonxn Taomas, Heighington, Durham, Farm SHittinerorp, Henry Bartierr, Golear, near Hu 
Labourer. June 30 at 11.30. Of. Be 80. Hig! field, Medical Practitioner. Huddersfield 
st. Stockton-on-Te« London Gazette Teespsy, June & June 2 Ord. June 21 


Lrxo, WrittaM, Pall-ma t RECEIVING ORDERS Wiepemans, Lovis Ivax, Manchester, Engine 


‘ ore et. June BW Ord. | » f 
bidgs, Carey-s Bucatey, Jonas E., Disracli-rd., Putney Wandsworth ford, Pe ine 2 rd. June 20. 


Pet. May 15. Ord. June 19 Wooprow, JonN Srexyck SHEARER Swineficet 


Pou Hersernt Epwin | . < . lerk " ; rote ae -< ’ “y 
June 28 at 12. Of. Re p pe s ’ Kivo, Witttam F., Vauxhall Bridge-rd. High Court nag Bs ‘we 8 anes Wakefield 


wich Pet. Sept. 24. Ord June 18 
» , ? » — . Morriso Perer Leigh-or nN Chelmsford % ” 
ee Se See, Seen, eae Dec. 19. Ord June 19. ee: om ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
lek edica ro er ‘ I t " 
County Court Hous jeen-st Huddersfield Morrison, TaHomas, Leigh-on-Sea, Essex. Chelmsford ALEXANDER, Hanotp Montaccr Bexley Heath, Kent. Civil 
Pet. Dec. 19. Ord. June 19 Engineer. Rochester. Adjud. Feb. 10, 1916. Annul, 
Sxears, Wittiam THomas lershot, Eating House Pr ; June 18. (Receiving Order dated Feb. 10 1916, 
prietor. June 27 at 12 132, York-rd We I Wispemans, Lovrs Ivay, Manchester, Engineer Sal rescinded.) 
ster Bridge-rd ford Pet. June ®. Ord. June 20 





Suira, Joun Henny Campsess sndsworth, Birmin _ —_ _ 
ham Engineer July 2 : lw. Off Re FIRST MEETINGS 
Ruskin-chmbrs., 191, Cor; st.. Birmingham Beewxisy. Jounx E Disracli-rd.. Putney July 1 at 


Watrow, Joww~ Anravr, Shij mm . . 132, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd 


June 27 at 11. Off. Re 12 uke rad ! Cou FREDERICK SIDNEY Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
Lalourer July 2 at 2.30 Off. Re« Midland 


mo ir % ’ SHFARER , 
Woonn SPEN mea Bank-chmyt High-st Southampton 


Goole te ' Surgeon June 
Re fing Wakefield Dawsons, Atreeo Jous tishopston, Bristol, Commercial 
Traveller July 2 at 11.30. Off. Rec., B, Baldwin 

DICATIONS Brist 
‘ T Gr t Sutton Chester, 
Buatr-Frost, Paris Harr ate Birkenhead ’ wrmet uly 2 at 11.30. Off. Res. Union Marine 
April 1 Ord, June 16 bhigs., 11, Dale-st 


Livery 


Labarer. Fone. Pet. Jone 18 Od di jai hie." “go IerTORS’ DEED BOXES. 


Rosrerts, Huwrurey, Birmingham. Commission " NewMan, ToHrovorr Fraxk, Anerley 


Birmingham. Pet. April 4. Ovd: Jase 17 | -York-rd, Westminster’ Bridge-rd aa /Vastrated List Free on application. 


Cou Faepenicx Sipnry er Parkstor wet Kine, Witiram I Vauxhall Bridge-r 


Pierce, Portmad Timber Merchant 


ria “Ciyptehmirs, Fastsatorow, Cheer.” | @ A PIPRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd. 


Suietp, Georer Farrtame, Sunderland, Grocer 


at 2.30. Off. Re 3 Manor-pl., Sunderland , w & sea, PLBBT STREET, LONDON, E.c. 


Court. Pet. May 19. Or une 17 


WALTON Joun ARTHUR Shiple Commi 
Bradford. Pet, May 2. Ord. June 18 





' 
Rowtwson, Cuarniss Ernest \ ugdon.-st Hig! | Ros 
I Agent 





LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 2. 


Fire. Personal Accidznt and Disease, Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Property Owners’ Indemnity. 
Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic Servants. Third Party. Motor Car. Plate Glass. 

pei ’ : . : ‘idelit 

BON —The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 

ONDS Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice 














DIRECTORS— 
CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esq., J.P., CHAIRMAN (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn) 
ROMER WILLIAMS Eaq., D.L., J.P., Vick-CHarnmas (formerly of Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Embankme it). . 
ROWLAND BEEVOR, Esq.(Williams & James), Norfotk House, Thames Embankment. JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row 
GhukGh FRANC I> B. RNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & verney) Lincoln's Inn Fields DILLON RL. LOWE, Esq. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 2 
L. C. CHOLM&’LBY, Faq. (¥rere, Cholmeley & (o ), Lincola’s Inn Fields. FREDERICK STUABT MORGAN, Esq. Gaxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 
EDMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq, (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.), Bedford Row. 
HARRY M. CROOKENDEN, Esq. (Francis & Crookenden), Lincola’s Inn Fields. JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL. Fea. (Morreil, Peet & Gamien) Oxford. f ‘ 
GODFREY NIX DICKINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. CECIL STUART RAYMOND-BARKER Esq. (Johnsoo, Raymond-Barker & Co,)} 
¥. EB B. FARKBROTHER, Eaq. (Fiadgate & Co.) Pal! Mail. Lincoins’ Inn. : . 
HENRY LEr EVE FARRER, Req. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fielis. JI. KR W. RIOBR, . (Rider, Hewton, Meredi h & Mills), Lincoin’s Inn. 
K. & FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland) Queen Anne's Gate, GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pemberto s\. Lincoln's Inn Fields. iad 
W est minster MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIB, £sq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
Cc, W. GRAHAM, . (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincotn's Inn. HERBERT NEVILL WALFORD, &-4. (Walfurd-), Bolton Street, Piceadilly. 
W.A.T. HALLOWBS, Esq (Haliowss & Carter), Bedfor! Row. W. MELMOTH WALTERS, irq (Walters & Co.) Lincoln's Inn. ‘ a 
BDWIN HART, Eeq. (Budd, Brodie & Hart) Bedford Row. Sir HENRY ARTHUR W HITE, ©.V.0. (A &al Ww hite) Great Mar! ae gts ; 
E. CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq, (formerly of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford ARTHUR C. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Bolton 
Row Street, Piccadi ly. , 
FRANCIS KEGINALD JAMES, Esq, (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. E. TREVOR LL WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfield, Rickmansworth. 








ORG EVANS. 
SECRETARY—E. T. OWEN LEGGATT. ASSISTANT SEcRETARIES { {POTO", \ieNcr. 
This Seciety, consequent c a 
APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM IT 1S ABLE TO OFFER SVECIAL PACILITIES for the  agurenee 
son the most favourable terms. it enjoys the highest A ma for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. =. rr ‘ope 
Perms and fall information may be had at the Society's Uiflice, he business of the Society is confined to the United an e 
offered te the Pelicy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading insurance Companies. 


ts of, the Profession, INVITES 
en its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, Legal > pwires 








